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THURSDAY, JANUARY 18, 1979

highlights

IMPORTANT NOTICE TO FEDERAL AGENCIES

For information on billing codes required on all documents
submitted for publication in the Federal Register, see back cover
of this issue.

LOW INCOME HOUSING

HUD issues interim and final rules amending contract rent
annual adjustment factors; effective 11-8-78; comments by
2-20-79 (Parts IV and V of this iISSUB) ...cccucrsvermmrucssssinare 3908, 3912
LAW-RELATED EDUCATION

HEW/OE announces availability of draft of proposed regula-
tions implementing act of 1978
MAIL

PS makes temporary change in classification schedule estab-
lishing third-class carrier route presort SUDCIASS ..........owins 3797
FEDERAL CREDIT UNIONS

NCUA proposes to amend nondiscrimination in lending regula-
tion; comments by 2-28-79

SMALL BUSINESS CONCERNS

OMB/FPPO issues proposed policy letter requiring that pro-
curement solicitations resulting in a contract of $10,000 or
more indicate Federal law or agency rule citation on which

each provision is based; comments by 2-15-79....c.cmeeseernn 3796

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL
EPA issues proposed policy statement on alternative emission
reduction options within State implementation plans; com-

ments by 3-19-79 3740

NATURAL GAS POLICY ACT OF 1978

DOE/FERC proposes regulation implementing requirement
that interstate pipeline curtailment plans protect essential

agricultural uses; comments by 2-26-79 3725

NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS
NRC considers amending codes and standards providing for
improved, updated methods for inservice inspection; com-

ments by 3-5-79 3718

POWERPLANT AND INDUSTRIAL FUEL USE
ACT OF 1978

DOE/ERA announces public hearings on proposed rules con-
cerning new facilities; hearings on 2-7, 2-8, 2-14, 2-15, 2-21,

2-22, 3-1 and 3-2-79; comments by 3-2-79 ........cciuiarimnissns 3721

REFINED PETROLEUM PRODUCTS

DOE/ERA adopts special rules in a standby status governing
allocation and pricing during a supply shortage; effective im-

mediately; comments by 3-16-79 (Part VI of this issue) .......... 3928

3732

3722

CONTINUED INSIDE




AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK

The following agencies have agreed to publish all documents on two assigned days of the week (Monday/
Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). This is a voluntary program. (See OFR notice 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976.)

Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday
DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/ASCS DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/ASCS
DOT/NHTSA USDA/APHIS DOT/NHTSA USDA/APHIS
DOT/FAA USDA/FNS DOT/FAA . USDA/FNS
DOT/OHMO USDA//FSQS DOT/OHMO USDA/FSQS
DOT/OPSO USDA/REA DOT/OPSO USDA/REA
CSA MSPB*/0OPM* CSA MSPB*/OPM*

LABOR LABOR
HEW/FDA HEW/FDA

Documents normally scheduled for publication on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day
following the holiday. :

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the-Week Program Coordinator, Office
of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408.

*NOTE: As of January 1, 1979, the Merit Systems Protection Board (MSPB) and the Office of Personnel Management (OPM)
will publish on the Tuesday/Friday schedule. (MSPB and OPM are successor agencies to the Civil Service Commission.)

e"-".‘f‘%,’ Published daily, Monday through Friday (no publlcation on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official Federal
& ’:‘"l ** holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 US.C.
aN®Y o Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch, I). Distribution
q,“:'.:p,y is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.

e

Phone 523-5240

The FeperaL REGISTER provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notlces issued
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the Issuing agency.

The FepEraL REGISTER will be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year, payable
in advance. The charge for individual coples is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound.
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington.
D.C. 20402,

federal register

There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearing in the FEDERAL REGISTER.
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE

Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries may be

made by dialing 202~523-5240.

FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue: PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS:
Subscription orders (GPO) .......ccoeu. 202-783-3238 Executive Orders and Proclama- 523-5233
Subscription problems (GPO).......... 202-275-3054 tions.
“Dial - a - Reg™ (recorded sum- Weekly Compilation of Presidential 523-5235
mary of highlighted documents Documents.
appearing in next day’s issue). Public Papers of the Presidents...... 523-5235
Washington, D.C. ..........ccvicnnae 202-523-5022 INEON srasiiiaissi ois sasaiasersssmidisstonnsesss canpss 523-5235
CRICBO0 Al e onsivn earrsamiastiie 312-663-0884 :
Los Angeles, Calif ........cccoveeunnn 213-688-6694 Pupit::: LL:wwnsL;mbers and datas 523-5266
Scheduling of documents for 202-523-3187 | T 5035282
publication. : g
Photo copies of documents appear- 5035040 Slip Law orders (GPO) .....cooseevucees 275-3030
ing in the Federal Register.
COTTECHORS <= o R s Py kb rscb b itns tisee 523-5237 D5, Siatuten sl Largas cos o4 S St
: A 523-5282
Public Inspection DeskK.......cccccriirnen 523-5215
19! 5 T R N S e T B R R 523-5266
Finding AldS - st samasssaonssasiasssass 523-5227 593-5282
Public Briefings: “How To Use the 523-5235 A
Federal Register.” U.S. Government Manual .................. 523-5230
Code of Federal Regulations (CFH).. ggg:g‘;}? IO e b 523-3408
Finding AlIS -8 M ot b st 523-5227 Special Projects ..o 523-4534
HIGHLIGHTS—Continued

LABORATORIES THAT TEST THERMAL
INSULATION MATERIALS

Commerce/Sec'y announces criteria for and costs of accredi-
tation; effective 2-20-79 (2 documents) (Part lil of this issue)

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF

(;ommerce/NOAA amends rules on consistency for explora-
tion, development and production activities with approved
State coastal management programs; effective 1-18-79..........

PRICE SUPPORTS ON 1978 CROPS

USDA/CCC issues rules regarding loans and purchases on

barley, wheat, oats, com, rye, sorghum and soybeans; effec-

tive 1-18-79 (7 documents) % 3670,
73, 3680, 3685, 3691, 3692, 3697

CIGARETTES g Gans e

FTC announces plans to initiate program for determination and
publication of carbon-monoxide content in smoke and consid-
ers technical improvements in method for determining nicotine
content; comments by 2-20-79

PESTICIDES

EPA proposes the establishment of a tolerance for residues of
6-benzyladenine on apples; comments by 2-20-79 ...
TELEVISION BROADCAST SIGNALS

FCC announces temporary policy concerning enforcement of
horizontal and vertical blanking StANGAIGS .....uvussswwssssssmssssesesse

TRUNKED RADIO SYSTEMS

FCC proposes to adopt a new method for assigning radio
frequencies in certain bands; comments by 2-7-79; reply
comments by 2-22-79

3886

3705

3777

3740

3774

3736

FM QUADRAPHONIC BROADCASTING

FCC issues further notice of, inquiry to determine how option of
reducing FM channel spacing would be affected by proposed
standards and to evaluate proposed and alternative systems;

comments by 4-16-79; reply comments by 5-16-79............... 3732
PAYMENTS TO SHIPPERS AND
INTERMEDIARIES
CAB proposes policy statement that payments by direct carri-
ers not be barred as rebates; comments by 3-20-79 ............. 3724
IMPORTED COMMODITIES
ITC solicits public views stemming from investigations into
importation of certain swivel hooks, mounting brackets, and
alternating pressure pads; comments by 2-7 and 2-20-79 (2
documents) 3789, 3790
MEETINGS—
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency: General Advisory
Committee, 2-8 and 2-9-79 3746
Commerce/NOAA: Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management
Council, Spiny Lobster Advisory Subpanel, 2-12 and
2-13-79 3746
EPA: Science Advisory Board's Executive Committee, 2-5
and 2-6-79 3770

HEW/ADAMHA: Advisory Committees, 2-1 through 2-3,

2-5 through 2-11, 2-13 through 2-17, 2-19 throu?h
3778-3780

3-2-79 (4 documents)
CDC: National Institute for Occupational Safey and
Health, 1-30-79
National Institute of Education: Panel for the Review of
Laboratory and Center Operations, 2-3 and 2-4-79 .........
Interior/BLM: Phoenix/Lower Gila Resource Areas Grazing
Advisory Board, 3-8-79; Kingman Resource Area Grazing

3784
3784

Advisory Board, 3-6-79 (2 documents) ......c.ceevierenses 3785, 3786
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued

Justice: U.S. Circuit Judge Nominating Commission, Fourth
Circuit Panel, 2-15 through 2-17-79, 2-26 through
2-28-79 g

NRC: Advisory committee to study nuclear power plant
construction during adjudication, 2-2-79.........ccuessimrerisens

DOT/CG: Ship Structure Subcommittee, 3-1<79 ....ccvciirerees
Personal Flotation Devices, 2-1-79
FAA: Radio Technical Commission for Aeronautics, Sepa-

ration Study Review Group, 2-13 and 2-14-79..............
FAA: Radio Technical Commission for Aeronautics, Spe-
cial Committee 133, 2-6 through 2-8-79 ......cc.ccerervrrrenne

AMENDED AND RESCHEDULED MEETING—

NFAH: Music Advisory Panel, Contemporary Ensembles
Section, 1-25 through 1-28-79

3792
3794
3806
3806
3807

3807

3792

CANCELLED MEETING—

USDA/Sec'y: Advisory Committee on Export Sales Report-
ing, 1-17-79

CHANGED MEETING—

EPA: Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
Scientific Advisory Panel, 1-25 and 1-26-79 .....c..co.evcevins

SEPARATE PARTS OF THIS ISSUE
Part Il, CG
Part lll, Commerce/Sec'y
Part IV, HUD
Part V, HUD
Part VI, DOE/ERA

3746

3770

3882
3886
3908
3912
3928

reminders

(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to FEpEraL REGISTER users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list, has no legal
significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that oceur within 14 days of publication.)

Rules Going Into Effect Today

CAB—Advertising disclosure of noncompliance
with oversale rules; effective date post-

10, {1 ¢ QPP e (O 57243; 12-7-78

[Originally published at 43 FR 50164,
10-27-78)

EPA—AIr quality implementation plans; various

States:

California (3 documents)........ 59063-59065;

12-19-78

(ST R R e S 59066; 12-19-78

FTC—Rules of practice for adjudicative pro-
ceedings; discovery rules... 56862; 12-4-78
HEW/FDA—Chloramphenical ophthalmic solu-
tion; deletion of chemical assay........ 59057;

12-19-78

List of Public Laws

Note: A complete listing of all public laws
from the second session of the 95th Congress
was published as Part II of the issue of
December 4, 1978, (Price: 75 cents., Order by
stock number 022-002-00960-4 from the
Superintendent of Documents, Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402,
Telephone 202-275-3030.)

The continuing listing will be resumed
upon enactment of the first public law for
the first session of the 96th Congress, which
will convene on Monday, January 15, 1979.

iv FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 44, NO. 13—THURSDAY, JANUARY 18, 1979




AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE
Rules
Oranges (Navel) grown in Ariz.

and Calif 3369
Papayas grown in Hawaii ........... 3369
AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

See also Agricultural Marketing

Service; Commodity Credit
Corporation; Forest Service;
Science and Education Admin-
istration.
Notices
Meetings:
Export Sales Reporting Advi-
sory Committee.......... e 13140
ALCOHOLIC, DRUG ABUSE, AND MENTAL
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Meetings:
Advisory Committees; Febru
ary (4 documents)......cccoees 3778-3780

ARMS CONTROL AND DISARMAMENT
AGENCY :

Notices
Meetings: .
General Advisory Committee .
ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL
FOUNDATION
Notices
Meetings:
Music Advisory Panel ..............
CENTER FOR DISEASE CONTROL
See Disease Control Center.

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
Rules
Organization and functions:
Pricing and Domestic Aviation
Bureau; correction............
Proposed Rules
Policy statements:
Direct carriers, payment to
shippers and intermediaries..
Notices
Hearings, ete.:
Florida Service Case........coiins
Meetings; Sunshine Act (2 docu-
ments) ..

COAST GUARD

Proposed Rules

Safety zones, establishment:
C?:gapeake Bay, Cove Point,

Notices

Flotation device research, per-
sonal..........
Meetings:

Ship Structure Committee......

3746

3704

3724

3746
3839

3882

3808

3806

contents

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT

See also National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration;
National Technical Informa-
tion Service.

Notices
Laboratory Accreditation Pro-
gram, National Voluntary:
Thermal insulation materials;
testing laboratories accredi-

tation; fees and charges ....... 3895
Thermal insulation materials;

testing laboratories accredi-

tation; Criteria . eeseeessessvoss . 3886

COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION

Rules

Loan and purchase programs:
Barley
Corn
Oats
Rye
Sorghum
Soybean
Wheat

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION

Rules

Commodity pool operators and
trading advisors; written dis-
closure statements; correc-
tion

Notices

Meetings; Sunshine Act (5 docu-
ments) 3839, 3840

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

Notices

Comprehensive plan, water sup-
ply and sewage treatment
plant projects; hearing ......co..e

DISEASE CONTROL CENTER
Notices
Meetings:

Epidemiologic Study of Ports-
mouth Naval Shipyard........ %

ECONOMIC REGULATORY
ADMINISTRATION

Rules ;
Petroleum allocation and price
rules and regulations:
Petroleum supply shortage;
standby allocation and pric-
ing
Proposed Rules
Powerplant and Industrial Fuel
Use Act, implementation;
NeaYINgS: ooerivesisseiesssre
Notices
Environmental
availability, ete.:
Northern States Power Co.
500 kV International trans-
PRISSION TINE  «ersasnosssnsessssirssitarss

3670
3685
3680
3691
3692
3697
3673

3706

3747

3784

3928

3721

statements;

3748

EDUCATION OFFICE
Proposed Rules

Law-Related Education pro-
gram; draft availability ......ccoee

ENERGY DEPARTMENT

See Economic Regulatory Ad-
ministration; Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission;
Hearings and Appeals Office,
Energy Department.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Proposed Rules

Air pollution control; recom-
mendation for alternative
emission reduction options
within State implementation
plans

Air quality implementation

plans; approval and promul-
gation; various States, ete.:
Texas
Pesticide chemicals in or on raw
agricultural commodities,
tolerances and exemptions,
ete.:
6-Benzyladenine ..........careecenens

Notices

Meetings:
FIFRA Scientific Advisory
Panel; agenda change............
Science Advisory Board ...........
Pesticide, tolerances in animal
feeds and human food:
Monsanto Agricultural Prod-
ucts Co
Rohm & Haas CO .........u. ceotetbia
M Co. et al ..cccceriicasirsnininn kot
Pesticide programs:
Triforine
Pesticide registration, cancella-
tion, ete.:
Mefluidide
Sodium salt of acifluorfen,
ete %
Pesticides, emergency exemp-
tion applications:
Benomyl
Water pollution control:
Safe drinking water; review of
variances and exemptions,
Mich., Minn., and Wisc ........ 3772

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Rules
Airworthiness directives:

3732

3740

3739

3740

3770
3772

3771
3771
3771

3772

3773
3774

3772

Agusta .. 3701
Hawker Siddeley .......c.ccceireenrecas 3701
Piper... 3703
Transition Area ... sseessscoss e 3104
Proposed Rules
Control zone. 3723
Notices
Meetings:
Aeronautics Radio Technical
Commission (2 documents) . 3807
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Notices

Committees; establishment, re-
newals, terminations, ete.:
National Crime Information
Center Advisory Policy
Board

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION
Rules
Radio stations, table of assign-
ments:
Michigan
Proposed Rules
Radio broadcasting:
FM quadraphonic broadcast-
e Nt B N
Radio services, special:.
Trunked radio system, fre-
quency assignment in
806-821 MHz and 851-866
MHEDRRAS e vratocalassios
Notices

Meetings; Sunshine Act ..............
Television broadcast signals,
technical standards; FCC poli-
o 2 S e S SN R
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY
COMMISSION
«~Proposed Rules
Natural gas curtailment.....c.cuee
Notices
Hearings, ete.:
Northern Natural Gas Co .......
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD
Notices

Savings and loan holding com-
pany regulatory program; im-

3792

3707

3732

3736

3840

pending closure of record ....... 3775
FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
Notices
Freight forwarder licenses:
Mateus Shipping Corp. et al.;
OUTTCELION v oisvsrmsnsomntorsmsiisiba - STT0
Meetings; Sunshine Act ........co. . 3840
FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH
REVIEW COMMISSION
Notices
Meetings; Sunshine Act .....ccccovvee 3840

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION
Notices

Petitions for exemptions, ete.:
Great Southwest Railroad

0 csiisssnsisimasea 3807
FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
Notices
Applications, ete.:
CHHCOYD L AL «ioivirrisraseissvesssoniren 3775
St. Clair Bancorporation ...... w 3776
United Oklahoma  Bank-
BHAY I TIN5 s s demvaasmrares 3776

CONTENTS

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

Notices
Cigarette testing results; carbon

monoxide, tar and nicotine
content; INQUILY ....ccuuivisreessisnces  3TTT
FOREST SERVICE
Notices
Environmental statements;
availability, ete.:
Deschutes National Forest,
Forest Plan, OTeg ...ccccuenresnese 3745
Gifford Pinchot National
Forest, Dry Creek 1 Precom-
mercial Thinning Project,
Wash 3745
Olympic National Forest,
Olympic Forest Plan,
Wash 3745
GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE
Notices
Regulatory reports review; pro-
posals, approvals, ete. (NRC).. 3777

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

See Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and
Mental Health Administra-
tion; Disease Control Center;
Education Office; National In-
stitute of Education.

HEARINGS AND APPEALS OFFICE,
ENERGY DEPARTMENT
Notices
Applications for exception:
Decisions and orders (7 docu-
ments) 3752,
3763, 3757, 3762, 3765, 3768

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT
Rules
Low-income housing:
Fair market rents and con-
tract rent automatic annual
adjustment factors (2 docu-
i e et S 3908, 3912

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

See also Land Management Bu-
reau.
Notices
Environmental
availability, ete.:
Grand Canyon National Park,
feral burro management
and ecosystem restoration
plan, Ariz 3789

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION

statements;

Notices
Import investigations:
Alternating pressure pads ....... 3790
Swivel hooks and mounting
brackets 3789

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

Rules

Railroad car service orders:
Freight cars; distribution ........
Hopper cars, return ... .
Hopper cars, covered; distribu-

tion

Railroad car service orders; var-

ious companies:
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe
RAIRY: G0 i et
Atlanta & West Point Rail-
road Co. et al ...cccuees AL Eep o
Brillion & Forest Junction
RAUPOER €O sotesscvesssisrssrassovisrs
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway
Co 3716
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul
& Pacific Railroad Co...........
Chicage & Northwestern
Transportation Co. (2 docu-
ments)
Erie Western Railway Co........
Illinois Terminal Railroad
Co 3717
Indiana Interstate Railway
Co., Inc
Missouri-Kansas-Texas Rail-
road Co
South Central Tennessee
Railroad CO ....cvviimsrecsssassovan

Proposed Rules

Freedom of information, busi-
ness information disclosure
and policy statement on confi-
dentiality of financial data;
consolidation of proceedings ..

Notices

Hearing assignments; corree-
tion .......
Motor carriers:

Permanent authority applica-
tions

Permanent authority applica-
tions; correction .........ccerrvveree

Temporary authority applica-
tions ....

Temporary authority applica-
tions; correction (3 docu-
ments)

Transfer proceedings.....ccoommcenies
Petitions, applications, finance
matters (including temporary
authorities), railroad aban-
donments, alternate route de-
viations, and intrastate appli-
cations
Petitions filing:

Pinto Trucking Service; Inc.;
airport service; extension of
time

Railroad car service orders; var-
ious companies:

Southern Pacific Transporta-
LIONY 0, o o socneiqess saserssssraraesorsaton

Rerouting of traffie:

Michigan Northern Railway

Co. et al

3713
3717
3711

3712

3715
3716

3713

3713

3712

3739

3830

3810

3830
3824

3830
3831

3832

3830

3838

3830

vi FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 44, NO. 13—THURSDAY, JANUARY 18, 1979




JUSTICE DEPARTMENT

See also Federal Bureau of In-
vestigations; Law Enforce-
ment Assistance Administra-
tion.

Notices

Meetings:

Circuit Judge Nominating
Commission, U.S .....ccceeeniens

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU

Rules

Public land orders:
California

Notices

Applications, etc.:
Nevada 3786
New Mexico (8 documents) ..... 3785,
3787, 3788

3706

Coal management:
Decker-Birney, South Rose-
bud and Coalwood Manage-
ment Framework Plans........
Meetings:
Kingman Resource Area
Grazing Advisory Board.......
Phoenix/Lower Gila Resource
Areas Grazing Advisory
Board
Motor vehicles, off-road, etc.;
area closures:
Oregon ......
Survey plat filings:
Arizona
Wilderness area inventories:
New Mexico (2 documents) .....
Withdrawal and reservation of
lands, proposed, ete.:
Oregon ...

LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE
ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Grants solicitation, competitive
research:
Arson and anti-arson; correc-
tion
MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE
Notices
Implementation of Section

223(a)(3) of Pub. L. 95-507; in-
vitation for public comment ... 3796

MATERIALS TRANSPORATION BUREAU
Rules

Cyliqders, compressed gas; visu-
al inspection procedures, rec-

3786
3785

3786

3786
31786
3785

3788

3792

ord retention, €te .....uiieeresressees 3707
Notices
Applications; exemptions, re-
newals, ete. (2 documents) ...... 3807,
3809

CONTENTS

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION
ADMINISTRATION

Proposed Rules
Federal credit unions:

Nondiscrimination in
ing 3722

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY
ADMINISTRATION
Rules
Fuel economy standards, aver-
age; passenger automobile;
exemption:
Excalibur Automobile Corp....
Rolls-Royce Motors Inc ..........

Proposed Rules

Fuel economy standards, aver-
age; passenger automobiles;
exemption:
Officine Alfieri Maserati S.p.A 3737

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION
Notices

Meetings:
Laboratory and Center Oper-

lend-

3708
3710

ations Review Panel ............. 3784
NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD
Notices
Meetings; Sunshine Act ..........cvee 3840

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION

Rules
Coastal zone management pro-
grams:

Consistency for OCS explora-
tion, development and pro-
duction activities ...

Notices
Marine mammal permit applica-
tions, ete.:

Sovrybflot, Moscow, U.S.S.R..

Meetings:

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Man-

agement Council .......cocveeeenee 3746

NATIONAL TECHNICAL INFORMATION
SERVICE

Notices
Inventions, Government-owned;
availability for licensing .......... 3747

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY
BOARD

Notices

3705

3746

Meetings; Sunshine Act .....cccennne 3840

Safety recommendations and
accident reports; availability,
PESDONSEH; QL8 < erirrirsassessiirvrniscans 3795

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
Proposed Rules

Production and utilization fa-
cilities, domestic licensing:
Codes and standards for pow-
er plants; inservice inspec-
tion methods ..cccccvvearercoresnssases

Notices

Applications, ete.:
Commonwealth Edison Co .....
Florida Power Corp. et al ........

Low-level ionizing radiation;
memorandum of understand-
ME Wt EPA i iaiceniseceiaeivens

Meetings:

Nuclear power plant construc-
tion during adjudication
study .....

POSTAL SERVICE
Notices

Mail classification schedule:
Third class carrier route pre-
sort, temporary change ........

SCIENCE AND EDUCATION
ADMINISTRATION

Proposed Rules

Poultry improvement plan; ex-
tension of time .......cccccviciinianann

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

Notices

Hearings, ete.:
Eastern Utilities Associates ....
Cahill Gordon & Reindel Re-

Liremnent PIaN .ccutsiaasrsassessmrens
Indiana-Kentucky
O B A s et riversibinn
Louisiana Power & Light Co ..
Members' Investment for
Growth Fund, Ltd ......c.coeevene
Self-regulatory organizations;
proposed rule change:
American Stock Exchange,
R0 Tu) a4 053 e oo EevuaRany oiaisin
Chicago Board Options Ex-
CRBNE O IRE e wrriavesss miisrssosss s
Midwest Stock Exchange,
Inc.; correction .......ciicsesessene
Options Clearing Corp

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
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reau; National Highway Traf-
fic Safety Administration.
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rules and requlations

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER ¢

ey A

codified in the Code of Federal Regulati

month.

regl Yy ¢ ts having general applicability and legal effect most of which are keyed to and
, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.
The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each

[3410-02-M]
Title 7—Agriculture

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MAR-
KETING SERVICE (MARKETING
AGREEMENTS AND ORDERS;
FRUITS, VEGETABLES, NUTS), DE-
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

[Navel Orange Reg. 449; Navel Orange Reg.
448, Amdt. 11

PART 907—NAVEL ORANGES
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG-
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing
Service, USDA.

ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: This action establishes
the quantity of fresh California-Arizo-
na navel oranges that may be shipped
to market during the period January
19-25, 1979, and increases the quantity
of such oranges that may be so
shipped during the period January 12-
18, 1979. Such action is needed to pro-
vide for orderly marketing of fresh
navel oranges for the periods specified
due to the marketing situation con-
fronting the orange industry.

DATES: The regulation becomes ef-
fective January 19, 1979, and the
amendment is effective for the period
January 12-18, 1979.

FOR FURTHER
CONTACT:

Charles R. Brader, (202) 447-6393.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Findings. Pursuant to the marketing
agreement, as amended, and Order No.
907,'as amended (7 CFR Part 907), reg-
ulating the handling of navel oranges
Erown in Arizona and designated part
of California, effective under the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674),
and upon the basis of the recommen-
dations and information submitted by
the Navel Orange Administrative
Committee, established under this
market'ing order, and upon other in-
formation, it is found that the limita-
tion of handling of navel oranges, as
hereafter provided, will tend to effec-
tuate the declared policy of the act by

INFORMATION

tending to establish and maintain such
orderly marketing conditions for such
oranges as will provide, in the inter-
ests of producers and consumers, an
orderly flow of the supply thereof to
market throughout the normal mar-
keting season to avoid unreasonable
fluctuations in supplies and prices,
and is not for the purpose of maintain-
ing prices to farmers above the level
which it is declared to be the policy of
Congress to establish under the act.
This regulation has not been deter-
mined significant under the USDA cri-
teria for implementing Executive
Order 12044.

The committee met on January 12,
15, and 16, 1979, to consider supply
and market conditions and other fac-
tors affecting the need for regulation,
and recommended quantities of navel
oranges deemed advisable to be han-
dled during the specified weeks. The
committee reports the demand for
navel oranges is expected to continue
active.

It is further found that it is imprac-
ticable and contrary to the public in-
terest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rulemaking, and post-
pone the effective date until 30 days
after publication in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER (5 U.S.C. 553), because of insuffi-
cient time between the date when in-
formation became available upon
which this regulation and amendment
are based and the effective date neces-
sary to effectuate the declared policy
of the act. Interested persons were
given an opportunity to submit infor-
mation and views on the regulation at
an open meeting, and the amendment
relieves restrictions on the handling of
navel oranges. It is necessary to effec-
tuate the declared purposes of the act
to make these regulatory provisions
effective as specified, and handlers
have been apprised of such provisions
and the effective time.

1, Navel Orange Regulation 449 is
set forth below:

§ 907.749 Navel Orange Regulation 449.

Order. (a) The quantities of navel or-
anges grown in Arizona and California
which may be handled during the
period January 19, 1979, through Jan-

‘aury 25, 1979, are established as fol-

lows:
(1) District 1: 650,000 cartons;
(2) District 2: 89,754 cartons;
(3) District 3: unlimited movement.

(b) As used in this section, “han-
dled”, “District 1", “District 2”, “Dis-
trict 3”, and “carton’” mean the same
as defined in the marketing order.

2. Paragraph (a) (1) and (2) in
§907.748 Navel Orange Regulation 448
(44 FR 2353), is hereby amended to
read:

§907.748 Navel Orange Regulation 448.

(a) L
(1) District 1: 765,000 cartons;
(2) District 2: 135,000 cartons.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601-674)

Dated: January 17, 1979.

CHARLES R. BRADER,
Acting Director, Fruit and Vege-

table Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[FR Doc. 79-2117 Filed 1-17-79; 11:34 am]

[3410-02-M]

[Papaya Regulation 9, Amendment 11

PART 928—PAPAYAS GROWN IN
HAWAII

Limitation of Handling

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing
Service, USDA.

ACTION: Amendment to final rule.

SUMMARY:This amendment relaxes
the quality requirement applicable to
export shipments of Hawaiian papayas
during the period January 15 through
April 30, 1979. Such action recognizes
the current and prospective marketing
situation for Hawaiian papayas and is
consistent with the composition of the
erop.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 15, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Charles R. Brader, 202-447-6393.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Pursuant to the marketing agreement
and Order No. 928 (7 CFR Part 928)
regulating the handling of papayas
grown in Hawaii, effective under the
applicable provisions of the Agricul-
tural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674),
and upon the basis of the recommen-
dations and information submitted by
the Papaya Administrative Commit-
tee, established under this marketing
order, and upon other information, it
is found that this amendment will
tend to effectuate the declared policy
of the act. This amendment has not
been determined significant under the
USDA criteria for implementing Ex-
ecutive Order 12044,

The Papaya Administrative Commit-
tee reports that supply of papayas is
less than anticipated due to wet
weather and loss of fruit due to an-
thracnose. Demand is good and addi-
tional supplies are needed. The recom-
mended amendment is consistent with
the quality of much of the potential
supply in the period specified. The
amendment is designed to permit
movement of available supplies of pa-
payas consistent with the interests of
producers and consumers.

It is hereby further found that it Is
impracticable and contrary to the
public. interest to give preliminary
notice, engage in public rulemaking,
and postpone the effective date of this
amendment until 30 days after publi-
cation in the FEDERAL REGISTER (5
U.S.C. 553) in that the time interven-
ing between the date when informa-
tion upon which this amendment is
based became available and the time
when this amendment must become
effective in order to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the act is insufficient;
and this amendment relieves restric-
tions on the handling of papayas
grown in Hawaii.

In §928.309 (Papaya Regulation 9;
44 FR 30) paragraph (b) is redesignat-
ed as paragraph (c) and a new para-
graph (b) inserted reading as follows:

§ 928.309 Papaya Regulation 9.

(a) L

(1) LR

(2, L N

(b) Notwithstanding the provisions
of paragraph (a)2) of this section, any
handler may during the period Janu-
ary 15 through April 30, 1979, handle
papayas to any export destination
which meet the requirements of the
Hawaii No. 1 grade, except that allow-
able tolerances for defects may total 5
percent: Provided, That not more than
3 percent shall be for serious damage,
not more than 1 percent for immature
fruit, and not more than 1 percent for
decay: Provided further, That such pa-
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payas shall individually weigh not less
than 11 eunces each.

- - - - -

(Secs. }-10, 48 Stat. 31, as amended. 7 U.S.C.
601-674)
Dated January 15, 1979, to become
effective January 15, 1979.
CHARLES R. BRADER,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Vege-
table Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.
fFR Doc 79-1873 Piled 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[3410-05-M]

CHAPTER XIV—COMMODITY CREDIT
CORPORATION, DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND
OTHER OPERATIONS

[CCC Grain Price Support Regulalions,
1978 Crop Barley Supplement?

PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY
HANDLED COMMODITIES

Subpart—1978 Crop Barley Loan and
Purchase Program

AGENCY: Commodity Credit Corpo-
ration, Department of Agriculture.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule
is to set forth the: (1) Final lean and
purchase availability dates, (2) maturi-
ty dates, and (3) loan and purchase
rates and premiums and discounts
under which Commodity Credit Cor-
peration (CCC) will extend price sup-
port on 1978 crop barley. This rule is
needed in order Lo provide a price sup-
port program for barley. This rule will
enable eligible barley producers to
obtain loans and purchases on their
eligible 1978 erop barley.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 18, 1979.

ADDRESS: Price Support and Loan
Division, ASCS, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, 3732 South Building, P.O.
Box 2415, Washingten, D.C. 20013.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Merle Strawderman,
447-7973.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A notice of proposed rulemaking was
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER on
December 21, 1977, 42 FR 56751 stat-
ing that the Department of Agricul-
ture proposed to make determinations
and issue regulations relative to a lean
and purchase program for the 1978
crop of barley. Such determinations
included determining loan and pur-
chase rates and other related program

ASCS, (202)

provisions. Nineteen responses were
received: 5 recommendations pertained
to lean rates, and 14 dealt with target
prices. It has been determined that
the loan and purchase rates for 1978
crop barley on a national average will
be $1.63 per bushel. The final avail-
ability date for purchases will be
changed to March 31, 1979, the same
as for loans

Producers who wish to secure loans
can do so by contacting their local Ag-
ricultural Stabilization and Conserva-
tion Serviee Office or Agricultural
Service Center.

Frvar RuLe

Since storage can now be deducted,
the General Regulations Governing
Price Support for 1980 and Subse-
quent Crops, and any amendments
thereto and the 1978 and Subsequent
Crops Barley Loan and Purchase Reg-
ulations, and.any amendments thereto
in this Part 1421 are further supple-
mented for the 1978 crop of barley.
Accordingly, the regulations in 7 CFR
§ 1421.72 through §1421.76 and the
title of the subpart are revised to read
as provided below effective as to the
1978 crop of barley. The material pre-
viously appearing in these sections
shall remain in full force and effect as
to the crops to which it is applicable.

Subpart—1978 Crop Barley Loan and Purchase
Program

See.

1421.72
1421.73
1421.74

Purpese.

Availability.

Maturity of loans.

1421.75 Warehouse charges.

142176 Loans and purchase rates and dis-
counts.

AvuTHORITY: Secs. 4 and 5, 62 Stat. 1070, as
amended (15 U.8.C. T14b and c); secs. 1054,
401, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended (7T US.C.
1444c, 1421).

§ 1421.72 Purpose.

This supplement contains additional
program provisions which together
with the provisions of the General
Regulations Governing Price Support
for the 1978 and Subseguent Crops,
the 1978 and Subsequent Crops Barley
Loan and Purchase Program regula-
tions, and any amendments thereto,
apply to loans on and purchase of the
1978 crop of barley.

§ 1421.73  Avaifability,

(a) Loans. Producers desiring to par-
ticipate in the program through loans
must request a loan on their 1978 crop
of eligible barley on or before March
31, 1979.

(b) Purchases. A producer desiring to
offer eligible 1978 crop barley not
under loan for purchase must execute
and deliver to the county ASCS office
on or before March 31, 1979, a Pur-
chase Agreement (Form CCC-614) in-
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dicating the approximate quantity of
1978-crop barley they will sell to CCC.

§ 1421.74 Maturity of loans.

Loans mature on demand but not
later than the last day of the ninth
calendar month following the month
the loan is disbursed.

§1421.75 Warehouse charges.

If storage is not provided for
through loan maturity the county
office shall deduct storage charges at
the daily storage rate for the storing
warehouse times the number of days
from the date the commodity was re-
ceived or date through which storage
gas been provided for to the maturity

ate.

§1421.76 Loan and purchase rates and
discounts.

(a) Basic loan and purchase rates.
Basic rates per bushel for loan and set-
tlement purposes for barley grading
U.S. No. 2 or better are as follows:

1978 Crop BARLEY LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT

1978—Crop Barley Loan and Purchase

Rates
County Rate per
Bushel
ALABAMA
All Counties. $1.60
ALASKA®
Delta 1.54
Fairbanks 1.53
Glenallen 1.63
Homer. 1.59
Kenai-Sold 1.66
Palmer 1.72
Talkeetna 1.72
Weighted avg, simple average of market-
ING Area 10AD FALES ....ouviccomsissrsassnsecssmsensns 1.63
ARIZONA
All Counties. 1.80
ARKANSAS
All Counties 1.60
CALIPORNIA
Alameda 1.68
Alpine, 1.81
Amador, 1.94
Butte..... 1.89
Calaveras 1.94
Colusa., 1.93
Contra Costa 1.95
El Dorado. 1.93
1.92
1.80
1.78
1,82
1.80
193
1.81
1.88
- 178
Los Angeles 1.98
Madera..... 1.94
Marin ., 1.95
Mariposa 1.92
Mendocino 1.82
Merced.., 1.04
1.76
1.90
1.83
1.98
1.91
181
1.83

*In Alaska, loan rates are for marketing areas.
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1978 CroP BARLEY LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT-Continued

County Rate per
Bushel
Sacramento 1.98
San Benito 1.80
8an Bernardino 1.94
San Diego. 1.98
San Francisco. 1.98
San Joaquin 1.98
San Luis Obispo 1.90
San Mateo 1.95
Santa Barbara 1.89
Santa Clara 1.94
Santa Cruz 1.91
Shasta. 1.78
Sjerra 1.80
Siskiyou 1.76
Solano. 1.95
Sonoma 1.93
Stanislaus 1.96
Sutter 1.92
Teh 1.89
Tulare 1.90
Tuolumne 1.92
Ventura 1.83
Yolo 1.95
Yuba 1.92
Weighted avg. for SUALE ...cieiiaermimisinssnss 1.91
CoLorADO
All Counties 1.66
CONNECTICUT
All Countles, 1.60
DELAWARE
All Counties. 1.60
FLORIDA
All Countles. 1.61
GEORGIA
All Countles. 1.61
Inano
Ada 1.65
Adams 1.65
Bannock 1.65
Bear Lake 1.62
Benewah 174
Bingham 1.64
Blaine 1.65
Boise 1.65
Bonner 1170
Bonneville 1.62
Boundary 1.69
Butte 1.64
Camas 1.65
Canyon 185
Caribou 1.62
Cassia. 1.64
Clark 1.61
Clearwater 1.73
Custer 1.65
Elmore 1.65
Franklin 1.66
Fremont 1.62
Gem 1.65
Gooding 1.65
Idaho 1.69
Jefferson. ... 1.62
Jerome 1.65
Kootenal 1.74
Latah 1.74
Lemhi 1.61
Lewis 1.73
Lincoln 1.65
Madi 1.62
Minidoka 1.66
Nez Perce 1.74
Oneida 1.65
Owyhee 1.65
Payette. 1.65
Power 1.65
Shoshone 1.62
Teton 1.62
Twin Falls 1.66
Valley 1.65
Washington 1.65
Weighted avg. for SLate ... ...ivesinnes 1.65
1LLINoOIS
Alexander 1.66
Cook 1.61
Madison 1.85
Saint Clair 1.65
All Other Counties 1.56
Weighted avig. for SUate ... Soanmaaia 1.56
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1978 Cror BarLEY LoAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT —Continued

County Rale per
Bushel
INDIANA
All Counties. 1.56
ITowa
Pottawattamie . 1.62
All Other Counties. 1.58
Weighted avg. for SALe ... iicmimimmiiens 1.58
KANSAS
Wyandotte 1.63
ALY Other COURLIES: . ccvcccmeremrysommsoverrmisivoned 1.59
KENTUCKY
All Counties 157
LOUISIANA
East Baton ROUEE ....ccorveerricemeseorseasssrrenascss 1.78
Jefferson 1.78
Orieans 1.78
Saint Charles 1.78
West Baton ROUEE .......iicvvmmisisinssmsassssanssns - 1.78
All Other Counties. 1.61
Weighted avg. 105 SLALe .....vviuriisremmmnssnss A 1.61
MaINx
All Counties. 1.60
MARYLAND
Baltimore 1.78
All Other Counties 1.60
Weighted avg. for SLate ... 1.60
MASSACHUSETTS
All Countles 1.60
MICHIGAN
All Counties 1.52
MINNESOTA
Aitkin 1.68
Anoka 171
Becker 1.59
Beltrami 1.61
Benton 1.68
Big Stone 1.63
Blue Earth m
Brown 1.69
Carlton 1.72
Carver 1.72
Cass 1.64
Chippewa 1.68
Chisag 171
Clay 1.58
Clearwater 1.58
Cottonwood 1.68
Crow Wing 1.64
Dakota 1.72
- Dodge 17
Douglus 1,63
Faribault 170
Fillmore 1.68
Freeborn 1.7
Goodhue 1.71
Grant 1.61
Hennepin 172
Houston 1.87
Hubbard 1.61
Isanti 170
Itasca 1.67
Jackson 1.87
Kanabec 1.69
Kandiyohi 1.68
Kittson 1.52
Koochiching 1.65
Lac Qui Parle 1.87
Lake Of the WO0dS ......cccmmmsnsarssmnsrisassene 1.60
Le Sueur . 172
Lincoln 1.64
Lyon 1.67
MeLeod 1.71
Mahnomen 1.57
Marshall 1.55
Martin 1.70
Meek 1.69
Mille Lacs 1.69
Morrison 1.66
Mower, 190
Murray 1.66
Nicollet 171
Nobl 1.64
Norman 1.58
Olmsted L7
Otter Tail 1.60
Pennington 1.56
Pine 1.72
Pipestone 1.63
Polk 1.56
Pope 1.66
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1978 Crop BARLEY LOAN AND PURCHASE

Wright
Yellow Medict
Weighted avg. for State ... —

MISsISSIPPL

All Counties.

MISSOURY
Buch
Clay

Saint Louls
All Other Counties
Weighted avg. for State.... ..o =

MONTANA

Beaverhead
Big Horn

Jefferson
Judith Basin.
Lake
Lewis and Clark
Liberty
Lincol

MeCone
Madison
Meagher
Mineral

Missoula

Park
Petroieum
Phillips
Pondera
Pewder River
Powel!
Prairie

Richiand
Roosevelt
Rosebud

Sanders
Sheridan
Silver Bow
StiMwater
Sweet Grass
Teton

Toole
Tre e
Valley
Wheatland
Wibaux

Yel one

Wetghted avg. for State ...

2 e ke
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1978 Cror BarLEY LoAN AND PURCHASE
ProOGRAM SUPPLEMENT —Continued

County

NEBRASKA
Douglas
All Other Counties
Weighted avg. for State............ nesdaibboreinatnt

Nevaoa

All Counties.

NEw HAMPSHIRE
All Counties.

NEW JERSEY
All Counties
New Mexico
Al Counties:
New YORK
Albany
New York City

All Other Counties.
Welghted AvE. fOr SLate ....viiicrmmmienssenns

NorTH CAROLINA

All Countles.

Nomrr Daxora
Barnes
Benson
Billings
Bottineau
Bo
Burke
Burlelgh

Cass,

Cavaller
Dickey
Divide
Dunn

Eddy.
Emmons
Foster
Golden Valley
Grand Forks.

Grant

Griggs
Hettinger
Kidder
La Moure
Logan
McHenry
Meintosh
MeKenzie
MeLean
e =

rail

Sargent

Sheridan
Sioux
Slope
Stark
Steele
Stutsman
Towner
Traill
Walsh
Ward
Wells
Willfams
Weighted avg. for State ............. S e ~

Ono

All Counties.

OxrAstoMA
All Countles

Oxrecos
Baker
Benton
Chnckamas.
Clatsop
Columbi
Coos.
Crook
Cuarry

Rate per
Bushel

1.63
1.56
1.52

1.80

160

1.60

L70

1.78
L8
1.60

1.40

£ 1 e ot et e Bt e e e P et et B

EeREbEEERAEEEREEEEREREEEE

1.5%

333315

RRaBE

1.42

B
o abe
S,

1.50

1.54

1978 Cror BARLEY LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued
Rate per
Bushkel

County

Deschutes
Douglas
Gilliam
Grant

Harney
Hood River

Jackson.

Jefferson

Klamath
Lake
Lane
Lincoln
Linn
Malheur
Marifon
Morrow.
Multnomah
Polk
Sherman
TIII o
Umatilla
Union
Wallowa
Wasco
Washi
Wheeler
Yamhill
Weighted avg. 107 SIRLE i rrsserstsssens

PuUNNSYLVANTA

ook

ton

Philadelphia
All Other Countles
Weighted avg. fOr SLALE .......oomsmssressmssmsss

Ruone IsLasp

All Counties.

Sourn Canoursx
Charleston
All Other Counties.
Weighted ave. for SLate ......cmmemmiiie

SourH DAXOTA

Aurora
Beadle.
Bennett
Bon H:
Brookings.
Brown
Brule
Buffalo -
Butle.

Campbell
Charles Mix
Clark
Clay.
Codington
Corson

Mellette.
Miner
Minnehaha
Moody
Pennington
Perking
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19778 Cror BARLEY LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT —Continued

County
Potter

Roberts

Sanborn

Shannon

Spink

Stanley

Sully

Todd

Tripp

Turner

Union

Walworth

Washabaugh
Yankton

Ziebach

Weighted avg. for State ...

TENNESSER
Shelby

All Other Counties

Weighted avg. for SLate .....uimimiien

TEXAS
Chambers.

Galveston

Harrls

Jefferson

Nueces

San Patrici

All Other Counties.

Weighted avg. for SLALe ...c.cvimcereiiasires

Utan
All Counties.
VERMONT
All Counties.
VIRGINIA

Chesapeake (Norfolk)

All Other Countles

Weighted avg. (o8 SLALE e iiiiiasnisassen

WasHINGTON
Adams.

Asotin

Benton

Chelan

Clallam

Clark..

Columbia

Cowlitz

Douglas

Ferry

Frankiin

Garfield

Grant,,

Grays Harbor

Island.

Jefferson

Kiog...

Kltsap
Kituitas

Kliekitat

Lewis..

Lincoln

Mason.

Okanogan

Pacific.....,

Pend Oreills

Plerce

San Juan

Skagit

Skamania

Snohomish

Spokane

Stevens

Thurston,

Wahkiakum

Walla Walla

Whatcom

Whitman

Yakima....

Weighted avg. 10T State ..........coocumssisios X

West VIRGINIA
All Counties

Wisconsin
Douglas ...

All Other Counties:

Weighted avg, for State

Wyommg
All Countleg

Rate per
Bushel
1.51
1.60
1.52
142
1.54
1.49

2BEEEES

3

L7

1.80
L74
L71
L81
184
178
L3
L78
L8
176

L60

1.67
L5Y
157

1.64

RULES AND REGULATIONS
(b) Schedule of Discounts for 1978—

Crop Barley
DISCOUNTS
(a) Grade discounts:
U.S. No. 3 —4
U.S. No. 4 -8
U.S. Grade No. § —20
(b) Special discounts:
Garlicky -10
Weed control discount (where required by
§1421.249) -10

(e) Other. Barley with quality factors
exceeding limits shown in foregeing
schedule or barley that (1) contains in
excess of 14.5 percent moisture, (2) is
weevily, (3) is musty, (4) sour, shall
not be eligible for loan. In the event
quantities of barley exceeding limits
shown are delivered in satisfaction of
loan obligations, such quantities will
be discounted on the basis of the
schedule of discounts as provided by
the Kansas City Commodity Office for
settlement purposes. Such discounts
will be established not later than the
time delivery of barley to CCC begins
and will thereafter be adjusted from
time to time as CCC determines appro-
priate to reflect changes in market
conditions. Producers may obtain
schedules of such factors and dis-
counts at county ASCS offices ap-
proximately one month prior to the
loan maturity date.

Norte.—Discounts are cumulative except
only one grade discount shall be applied.
Signed at Washington, D.C., on Jan-
uary 9, 1979.
STEWART N. SMITH,
Acting Executive Vice President,
Commodily Credit Corpora-
tion.
[FR Doc. 79-1653 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[3410-05-M]

[CCC Grain Price Support Regulations,
1978 Crop Wheat Supplement]

PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY
HANDLED COMMODITIES

Subpart—1978 Crop Wheat Loan and
Purchase Program

AGENCY: Commodity Credit Corpo-
ration, Department of Agriculture.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule
is to set forth the: (1) Final loan and
purchase availability dates, (2) maturi-
ty dates, and (3) loan and purchase
rates and premiums and discounts
under which Commodity Credit Cor-
poration (CCC) will extend price sup-
port on 1978 crop wheat. This ruie is
needed in order to provide a price sup-
port program for wheat. This rule will
enable eligible wheat producers to

3673

obtain loans and purchases on their
eligible 1978 crop wheat.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 18, 1979;

ADDRESS: Price Support and Loan
Division, ASCS, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, 3732 South Building, P.O.
Box 2415, Washington, D. C. 20013,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Merle Strawderman,
447-7973.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A notice of proposed rulemaking was
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER On
December 21, 1977, 42 FR 56751 stat-
ing that the Department of Agricul-
ture proposed to make determinations
and issue regulations relative to a loan
and purchase program for the 1978
crop of wheat, Such determinations in-
cluded determining loan and purchase
rates and other related program provi-
sions. Twelve recommendations were
reviewed: six dealing with loan rates,
and six pertaining to target prices.
After considering applicable factors, it
has been determined that the loan and
purchase rates for 1978 crop wheat on
a national average will be $2.35 per
bushel.

Producers who wish to secure loans
can do so by contacting their local Ag-
ricultural Stabilization and Conserva-
tion Service Office or Agricultural
Service Center.

“ FinaL RuLe

ASCS, (202)

Since storage can now be deducted,
the General Regulations Governing
Price Support for 1978 and Subse-
quent Crops, and any amendments
thereto and the 1978 and Subsequent
Crops Wheat Loan and Purchase Reg-
ulations, and any amendments thereto
in this Part 1421 are further supple-
mented for the 1978 crop of wheat. Ac-
cordingly, the regulations in 7 CFR
§1421.485 through § 1421488 and the
title of the subpart are revised to read
as provided below effective as to the
1978 crop of wheat. The material pre-
viously appearing in these sections
shall remain in full force and effect as
to the crops to which it is applicable.

Subpart—1978 Crop Wheat Loan and Purchase
Program

See.

1421.485 Availability.

1421.486 Maturity of loans.

1421.487 Ineligible classes.

1421.488 Warehouse charges,

1421.489 Loan and purchase rates premi-
ums and discounts.

AUTHORITY: Secs. 4 and 5, 62 Stat. 1070, as
amended (15 U.S.C. T14 and c); Secs. 107A,
401, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended (7 U.S.C.
1445b, 1421).
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§ 1421485  Availability.

(a) Loans. Producers desiring to par-
ticipate in the program through loans
must request a loan on their 1978 crop
of eligible wheat on or before March
31, 1979.

(b) Purchases. A producer desiring to
offer eligible 1978 crop wheat not
under loan for purchase must execute
and deliver to the county ASCS office
on or before March 31, 1979, a Pur-
chase Agreement (Form CCC-614) in-
dicating the approximate quantity of
1978 crop wheat he will sell to CCC.

§1421.486 Maturity of loans.

Loans mature on demand but not
later than the last day of the ninth
calendar month following the month
the loan is disbursed.

§1421.487 Ineligible classes.

Unclassed wheat shall not be eligible
for loan or purchase.

§1421.488 Warehouse charges.

If storage is not provided through
loan maturity, the county office shall
deduct storage charges at the daily
storage rate for the storing warehouse
times the number of days from the
date the commodity was received or
date through which storage has been
provided for to maturity.

§1421.489 Loan and purchase rates premi-
ums and discounts,

(a) Basic loan and purchase rates.

Basic rates per bushel for loan and set-

tlement purposes for wheat grading
U.S. No. 1 and are as follows:

1978 Crop WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT

1978—Crop Wheat Loan and Purchase Rates

County Rate per
Bushel
AvasaMA
Mobile $2.36
All Other Countles 217
Weighted AVE. fOF SLALE ....ovrrrerresmersssnnns 2.217
ARIZONA
All Counties 2.2
ARKANSAS
All Counties. 2.18
CALIFORNIA
Alameda 243
Alpine 2.25
Amad: 238
Butte 2.32
Calaveras 2.38
Colusa 237
Contra Costa 2.38
El Dorado. 2.37
Fresno 233
Glenn 2.31
Humboldt 2.20
Imperial 235
Inyo. 231
Kem 238
Kings 235
Lake 2.31
Lassen /2.20
Los Angel 243
Madera 2.36
Marin 2.36
Mariposa 2.36
Mendocino 2.25

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 CroP WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
Bushel
Merced 239
Modoc 2.20
Monterey 233
Napa 237
Orange 243
Placer 237
Pluma 2.20
Riverside 235
Sacr to 243
San Benito 2.36
San Bernardino 244
San Diego 243
San Francisco 243
San Jo in 243
San Luis Obispo 2.32
San Mateo. 243
Santa Barbara 233
Santa Clara 237
Santa Cruz 2.38
Shasta. 2.21
Sierra 2.22
Siskiyou 2.20
Solano. 238
Sonoma 235
Stanisl 2.40
Sutter 237
Tehama .27
Tulare 2.35
Tuol 2.36
Ventura 2.40
Yolo 238
Yuba 237
Weighted Avg. 107 StALe wwvimmarmmiiaiess 246
COLORADO
Adams 207
Alamosa 204
Arapahoe 2.07
Archuleta 2.01
Baca .. 2.11
Bent 207
Boulder 2.06
Chaffee 2,04
Cheyenne 2,08
Conejos, 2.04
Costilla 2.04
Crowley 2.07
Custer 2.06
Delta 1.98
Denver 2.07
Dolores 1.98
Douglas 2.07
Eagle 2.01
Elbert 2.07
El Paso 2.07
Fremont 2.06
Garfield 201
Grand 2.04
Huerfano 2.08
Jackson 204
Jefferson 2.08
Kiowa 2,08
Kit Carson 208
La Plata 1.8
Larimer 207
Las Ani 210
Lincoln 207
Logan 2.07
Mesa 1.98
Moffat 2.04
Mont na. 1.68
Montrose 1.98
Morgan 2,07
Otero 207
Ouray 1.98
Phillips 207
Pitkin 1.98
Prowers 2.09
Pueblo 2.07
Rio Blanco 2.01
Rio Grande 2,04
Routt 2.04
Saguach 204
San Miguel 1.98
Sedgwick 207
it 201
Teller 2.08
Washington 2.07
Weld 2,07
Yuma 2,08

1978 CroP WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProcraM SuppPLEMENT—Continued

County Rale per
Bushel
Weighted Avg. for SLALE ....uimimcemssns 217
CONNECTICUT
All Counties. 219
DELAWARE

All Counties. 222

FLORIDA
All Counties. 216

GEORGIA
All Counties. 216

Inano

Ada 2.19
Adams. 2.19
Bannock 217
Bear Lake 215
Benewah 230
Bingham 2.15
Blaine 2.15
Boise 219
Bonner 2.22
Bonneville 214
Boundary 2.20
Butte 214
Camas 216
Canyon 2.19
Caribou 2.16
Cassia 218
Clark 212
Clearwater 2.28
Custer 2.14
Elmore 218
Franklin 218
Fr t 213
Gem 219
Gooding 219
Idaho 2.27
Jefferson 2.14
Jerome, 2.19
Kootenai 228
Latah 2.30
Lembhi 2.14
Lewis 2.29
Lincoln 2.18
Madison 2.14
Minidoka 218
Nez Perce 2332
Oneida 2.18
Owyhee 218
Payette 219
Power 2.18
Shoshone 2.28
Teton 213
Twin Falls 2.19
Valley 218
Washington 218
Weighted AvR. 10T SLALE .o 231

Iuunors
Adams 2.20
Alexander 2.23
Bond 2.26
B 228
Brown 2.20
Bur 2.26
Calhoun 227
Carroll 225
Cass 222
Ch ign 2.26
Christian 2.24
Clark 2.22
Clay 222
Clinton 2.26
Coles 2.22
Cook 2.28
Crawford 221
Cumberland 2.22
De Kalb 228
DeWitt 222
Douglas 2.23
DuPage 228
Edgar 2.24
Edwards 2.22
Effingham 2.24
Fayette 2.25
Ford 2.26
Franklin 2.26
Fulton 224
Gallatin 2.19
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1978 Cror WHEAT LOAN AND

Procram SurpLEMENT—Continued

County

Greer

Grundy

Hamiiton

H K

Hurdin

Henderson

Henry

Iroquois

Jackson

Jasper

Jefferson

Jersey

Jo Daviess

Johnson

Kans

Kankakee

Kendall

EKnox

Lake

LaSatle
Lawrence

Lee

Livi! Llon

Logan

McBonough

McHenry

MeLean

Macon

Macoupin

Madison

Marion

Marshall
Mason

Massac

Menard

Mercer
Monroe

Montgomery
Morgan

Moultrie
Ogle
Peoria
Perry
Platt
Pike
Pope
Pulaski
Putnam
Randolph
Richiand
Rock Island
Saint Clair

Saline
Sangamon
Sehuyler
Scoty
Shelby
Stark
Stephenson
Tazewell
Union,
Vermilion
Wabash
Warren
Washington
Wayne ,
White,
Whiteside
WilL.

Williamson
Winnebago,
Woodford
Weighted Avg. for State

Adams,
Alten ..,

Bartholomew.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 Cror WazAT LOAN AND PURCHASE

Proeram SuppPLEMENT—Continued
County Rate per
Bushel

Decatur 221
De Kalb 2.21
Delaware 221
Dubeis 223
Elkhart 2.23
Fayette N
Floyd 2.26
Fountain 2.24
Franklin 221
Fulton 224
Gibson 2
Grant 2.20
Gr 222
Hamilton 221
Hancock 231
Harrison 2.26
Hendricks 2.20
Henry 221
Howard 2:20
Huntington 2.20
Jacks: 2.22
Jasper 227
Jay 221
Jefferson 224
Jennings 222
Joh 2.20
Knox 2.2¢
Kosciusko 224
Lagrange 2.20
Lake 2.28
La Porte 2.28
Lawrence 2.22
Madison. a2
Marior 2.21
Marshall 224
Martin ! 222
Miami 2.20
Monroe 22
Montgomery 223
Morgan 2.20
Newton 227
Noble 221
Ohlo. 221
Ora 2.24
Owen 221
Parke 22
Perry 222
Pike 223
Porter 2.28
Posey 219
Pulaski 2227
Putnam 2.20
Randolph 221
Ripley 21
Rush 221
Saint J h 226
Seott 2.2¢
Shelby 221
Spencer 222
Starke a2r
Steuben 21
Sallivan 222
Switzeriand 222
Tipp 2.23
Tipton 2.20
Union 2.21
| Vanderburgh 221
Vermillion 224
Vigo. 223
Wabash 220
Warren 228
Warrick 222
Washington 224
Wayne 221
221

White....... 226
Whitley 2.20
Weighted Avg. fOr SLALE. .vvivrreesessssssssecsssss 232

Towa
Pottawattamie 231
All Other Counties 2.20
Weighted Avg. for SEate ... s 330
Kansas

Allen 226
Ander 2.29
Atchi .31
Barber 2.15-
Barton 215

3675

1978 CroP WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProcraM SurPLEMENT—Continued

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 44, NO. I3—THURSDAY, JANUARY 18, 1979

County Rate per
Bushel

Bourbon 227
Brown 229
Butler 219
Chase 222
Chaut 222
Cherokee 2.2¢
Cheyenne 2.08
Clark 212
Clay. 220
Cloud 2.20
Coffey 2.27
C h 213
Cowley 2.19
Crawford 235
Decatur 213
Dickinson 2.19
Doniph 229
Douglas 230
Edwards 215
Elk 222
Ellis 2.15
Ellsworth 2.18
Finney 212
Ford 213
Fraoklin 230
Geary 222
Gove 212
Graham 2.14
Grant 2.10
Gray. 212
Greeley 2,08
Gresnwood 322
Hamilt 2.09
Harper 2.17
Harvey 218
Haskell 2.11
H 214
Jackson 228
Jefferson 230
Jewell 219
Johnson 231
Keamny 2.10
Kingman 218
Kilowa 215
Labette s
Lane 212
L orth 2.31
Lincoln 2.18
Linn 2.29
Logan 209
Lyon 224
McPherson 218
Marion 218
Marshall 2.24
Mead 212
Miami 230
Mitehell 218
Montgomery. 224
Morris 222
Morton 21
Nemaha 2.26
Neosho. 2,25
Ness. 214
Norton 214
Osage 2
Osborne 213
Ottawa u.
Pa 215
Phillips 2.15
Pottawatomie. 228
Pratt 215
Rawlins 2.10
Reno 218
Republic 320
Rice. 218
Riley 2.24
Rooks 218
Rush 2.15
Russell 216
Saline 2,19
. Seott 210
Sedgwick 218
Seward 211
Sha 228
Sheridan 212
Sh 2.08
Smith 218
Stafford 215
Stant 2.09




3676

1978 Crop WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
PRroGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
Bushel
Stevens 211
S 2.18
Thomas 2.10
Trego 2.14
Wab 2.25
Wallace. 2.08
Washington 2.22
Wichita. 2.09
Wilson 2.24
Wood 2.25
Wyandotte 231
Weighted AVE. fOr StAte ... 2.26
KENTUCKY
Jefferson 2.2
All Other Counties 2.19
Weighted Avg. for State ..... 2.29
LovIsIANA
East Baton ROURE .......eeveessessssmmersrersosen orred 237
Jefferson 237
Orleans 237
Saint Charles 2.37
West Baton Roug 2.37
All Other Counties 222
Welghted AVR. X SLALE c.cveiisiscriassssnes 2.32
MAINE
All Counties. 2.18
MARYLAND
Baltimore 2.356
All Other Counties 2.22
Welghted Avg. for SLaLe ...ceiicane 232
MASSACHUSETTS
All Counties, 218
MICHIGAN
Alcona 211
Alger 212
Allegan 220
Alpena 208
Antrim 2,08
Arenac 212
Baraga 2,12
Barry 2.19
Bay 2.16
Benzie 211
Berrien 2.24
Branch 221
Calh 2.20
Cass 2.21
Charlevoix 2.07
Cheboygan 2.07
Chippewa 212
Clare 214
Clinton 217
Crawford 2.11
Delta 212
Dickinson 2.12
Eaton 2.19
E 2.05
G 2.19
Gladwin 2.14
Gogebl 212
Grand Traverse 211
Gratiot 217
Hillsdale 2,22
Houghton 2.12
Huron 218
Ingham 2.19
Ionia 217
168c0 2,12
Iron 212
Isabella 2.16
Jackson 2.20
Kal 2.20
Kalkaska 211
Kent 2.17
Kew 2,12
Lake 213
Lapeer 2.19
Leelanau 2.10
ILenawee 2.23
Livingston 220
Luce 212
Mackinac 2.12
M b 222
Manistee 2.12
Marquette 212
Mason 2.15

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 CroP WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGrAM SurPLEMENT—Continued

County

Menominee
Midland

M X
Monroe
Montealm
Montmorency
Muskegon
Newago
Oakland.
O
O
Ontonagon
o, S
Oscoda
Otsego
Ottawsa

Presque Isle
R

Saginaw
Saint Clalr
Saint Joseph
Sanilac

Schooleraft
Shiaw;
Tuscol
Van Buren
Washtenaw
Wayne
Wexford
Weighted Avg. for State ....

MINNESOTA

Aitkin
Anoka
Becker
Beltrami
Benton
Big Stone
Blue Earth
Brown
Cariton
Carver.
Cass
Chippewa
Chisago
Clay
Clearwater
Cottonwood
Crow Wing
Dakota
Dodge
Douglas
Faribault
Fillmore
Freeborn
Goodhue
Grant
Hennepin
Houston
Hubbard
Isanti
Itasca
Jackson
Kanabec
Kandiyohi
Kittson
Koochiching
Lac Qui Parle
Lake Of the WOO0MS ....civmmmmeesssnssssrssssissssnas
Le Sueur.
Lincol

on
McLeod
Mahnomen
Marshall
Martin
Meeker
Mille Lacs
Morrison
Mower,
Murray
Nicollet
Nobles
Norman
Olmsted
Otter Tail
Pennington
Pine
Pipestone

Rate per
Bushel
216
212
216
211
2.25
217
2.08
217
2.15
2.22
2.15
212
212
213
211
2.08
2.17
2.07
211
2.19
2.22
221
219
2.12
2,19
219

241
2.36
2,32
2.42
2,33

1978 CroP WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGRAM SupPLEMENT—Continued
County Rate per
Bushel
Polk 2:32
Pope 239
Ramsey. 243
Red Lake 232
Redwood 239
Renville 241
Rice % 243
Rock 233
Roseau 228
Saint Louis 243
Scott 243
Sherbur 243
Sibley 243
Stearns 241
Steele 241
Stevens 2.37
Swift 237
Todd. 2.39
Traverse 2.33
Wabasha 242
Wadena 237
‘Waseca 242
Washington 243
Watonwan 2,40
Wilkin 233
Winona 240
Wright 243
Yellow Medicine 237
Weighted Avg, for State ... 244
MISSISSIPPI
Harrison 237
Jackson 237
All Other Counties. 218
Weighted Avg. for State ... 2.28
MissoURI
Adair 217
Andrew 2.20
Atchi 224
Audrain 222
Barry 3 2.19
Barton 2.23
Bates 2.27
Bentor 2.23
Bollinger 222
Boone. 219
Buch 1 231
Butler 2.21
Caldwell 2.28
Callaway 2.22
Camd 2.20
Cape Girardeau 2.23
Carroll 2.26
Carter 2.19
Cass 2.29
Cedar 2.22
\ Chariton 2.23
Christian 216
Clark 218
Clay 229
Clinton 2.29
Cole 2.20
Cooper 2.20
Crawford 222
Dade 221
Dallas 2.18
Daviess 2.26
De Kalb 2.28
Dent 2.20
Douglas 2.15
Dunklin 2.22
Franklin 2.26
Gasconade 224
Gentry 2.25
Greene 218
Grundy 2.23
Harrison 2.25
Henry 2.26
Hickory 2.23
Holt 227
Howard 222
Howell 2.13
Iron 2.22
Jackson 2.31
Jasper 2.22
Jefferson 2.25
Johnson 2.27
Knox ; 2,11
Lacled 217
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1978 CrRoP WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
PRroGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rale per
Bushel
Lafayette 3 2.29
Lawrence 2.19
Lewis 219
Lincoln 2.26
Linn 2.23
Livingston 2.25
McDonald 2.19
Macon 2.20
Madison 2.22
Maries 2.22
Marion 2.21
Mercer 2.22
Miller 2.19
Mississippi 2.24
Moniteau 2.20
Monroe 2.21
Montgomery 2.24
Morgan 2.21
New Madrid 2.24
Newton 2.19
Nodaway 2.27
Oregon. 2.17
Osage 2.21
Ozark 2.14
Pemiscot 2.22
Perry 2.23
Pettis 2.23
Phelps 2.20
Pike 2.24
Platte 2.29
Polk 2.21
Pulaski 2,18
Putnam 2.19
Ralls 2.22
Randolph 2.20
Ray 2.29
Reynolds 2.20
Ripley 2.19
Saint Charles 227
Saint Clair 2.24
Saint Prancois 223
Saint Geneviev 2.24
Saint Louis 2.27
Saline 2.24
Schuyler. 2.15
Scotland 2.15
Scott 2.24
Shannon 2.17
Shelby 2.20
Stoddard 2.23
Stone 2.19
Sullivan 2.20
Taney 2.16
Texas 2.18
Vernon 2.25
Warren 2.26
Washington 2.23
Wayne 221
Webster 217
Worth 225
Wright 2.17
Weighted AVE. fOr SALE .......uuuervssssssssssenis 2.34
MONTANA

Beaverhead 213
Big Horn 2.14
Blaine 2.15
Broadwater 2.19
Carbon 2.15
Carter 2.15
Cascade 218
Chouteau 2.18
Custer 2.14
Daniels 2.13
Dawson 2.15
Deer Lodge 2.20
Fallon ... 216
Fergus, 217
Flathead 221
Gallatin : 2.20
Garfield. 213
Glacier 218
Golden Valley 2.17
Granite 2.20
Hill ., 2.16
Jetferson 2.20
Judith Basin 2.17
B et 2.20
Lewis and Clark 2.18
Liberty.. 2.17

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 CrorP WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County

Lincoln
McCone
Madison

Meagher

Mineral

Missoula
Musselshell
Park
Petrol

Phillips
Pondera
Powder River
Powell
Prairle
Ravalli
Richland
Roosevelt
Rosebud
Sanders
Sheridan
Sllver Bow.
Stillwater
Sweet Grass.

Teton
Toole
Treasure
Valley
Wheatland
Wibaux
Yellowstone
Weighted Avg. for State ...

NEBRASKA

Adams.
Antelope
Arthur
Banner,
Blaine
Boone.
Box Butte
Boyd
Brown
Buffalo
Burt
Butler
Cass.
Cedar
Chase
Cherry
Cheyenne
Clay
Colfax
Cuming
Custer
Dakota
Dawes
Dawson
Deuel

Dixon
Dodge
Douglas
Dundy
Fillmore
Franklin
Frontier
Furnas

Gage
Garden
Garfield
F L

Grant
Greeley
Hall
Hamllton
Harlan

Jefferson
Johnson
Kearney
Keith
Keya Paha
Kimball
Knox
1

Lincoln

Logan

Rate per
Bushel
221
2.14
2.20
2.18
2,20
2.20
2.15
2.19
2.15
2.14
2.18
2.14

2.09
218
2.08
2.26
227
213
213

3677

1978 Crop WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
Bushel
Loup 216
McPherson 212
Madi 2.26
Merrick 2.23
Morrill 2.06
Nance 2.24
Nemaha 2.24
Nuckolls 2.18
Otoe 2.27
Pawnee 2.26
Perkins 2.08
Phelps, 2.15
Plerce. .2.26
Platte 226
Polk 2.25
Red Willow 2.11
Richardson 2.27
Rock 2.19
Saline 223
Sarpy 231
Saunders 230
Scotts Bluff 2.06
Seward 2.26
Sheridan 2.07
Sherman 219
Sioux. 2.04
Stanton 2.28
Thayer 221
Th 213
Thurston 2.30
Valley 2.19
Washington 2.31
Wayne 2.2
Webster 2.18
Wheeler, 2.22
York 2.23
Weighted Avg. for State ... 2.24
Nevaoa

All Counties 2.19

New HAMPSHIRE
All Counties. 2.18

NEW JERSEY
All Countles. 2.22
NEw MEexico
An Counties. 2.24
New York

Albany 235
New York City 235
All Other Counties 220
Weighted Avg. for State ... 2.30

NorrH CARODLINA
All Counties. 2.16

Norra DAKOTA

Adams 2.15
Barnes 2.28
Be: 221
Billings 2,14
Bottineau 2.15
B 2,15
Burke 213
Burleigh 2.19
Cass 2.30
Cavalier 2,22
Dickey 2.28
Divide 2.12
Dunn 2.15
Eddy 2.24
Emmons 222
Foster 225
Golden Valley 2.14
Grand Forks 2.29
Grant 217
Griggs 2.28
Hettinger 215
Kidder 2.22
La Moure 2.26
Logan 2.24
McHenry 2.16
McIntosh 224
McKenzie 2.13
McLean 2.15
Mercer 2.15
Morton 218
M rail 2.14
Nelson 2.27
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1978 Cror WHEAT L.OAN AND PURCHASE
PrOGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County

Oliver.

Pembina

Pierce

Ramsey.

Ransom

Renville

Richland

Roletie

Sargent

Sheridan

Sloux

Slope

Stark

Steele

Stutsman

Towner

Traill

Walsh

Ward

Wells

Williams

Weighted AVE. 10T Stale ..o

Oxio

Adams

Allen

Ashland

Ashtabula

Athens
TV

Rel s

Brown

Butler

Carroll

Champaign -

Clark

Clerm
Clinton

Columbiana

Coshocton

Crawford

Cuyahoga

Darke

Defiance

Delawure
Eri

e
Fairfield

Fayette

Franklin

Fulton.

Gallia

G

Greene

Guernsey

Hamilton

Hancock

Hardin

Harrison

Henry

Highland

Hocking
Hol

Huron

Jackson

Jefferson

EKnox

Lake

Lawrence

Licking

Logan

Lorain

Lucas.

Madison

Mahoning

Marion

Aedi

Meigs
Mercer

Miami

Monroe

Montgomery

Morgan

Morrow

Muskl

Noble

Ottawa

Paulding

Perry

Pickaway

Pike

Rate per
Bushel
216
2,26
2,18
2.23
231
2.15
232
218
231
218
217
2.15
2.15
2.28
2.26
2.19
2.29
2.28
2.14
222

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 Cror WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE

PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County

Portage
Preble
Putnam
Richland
Ross
Sandusky
Scioto
Seneca
Shelby
Stark
Summit
Trumbull
Tuscarawas
Union
Van Wert
Vinton
Warren
Washington
Wayne
Williams
Wood
Wyandot
Welghted Avg. 101 SLate .....ursmmssseesssass

OKLAHOMA

Adair
Alfaifa
Atoka
Beaver
Beckham
Blaine
Bryan
Caddo
Canadian
Carter
Cherokee
Choctaw
Cimarron
Cleveland
Coal
Comanche
Cotton
Craig
Creek
Custer
Delaware
Dewey 2
Ellis

Garfleld

Garvin
Grady
Grant
Greer
Harmon
Harper
Haskell
Hughes
Jackson.
Jefferson
Johnston

Kay
Kingfisher
Kiowa
Latimer.
Le Flore
Yincol
Logan
Love
McClain
McCurtain
Mcintosh
Major
Marshall
Mayes
Murray
Muskogee
Noble
Nowata

Okfuskee
Oklahoma

Okmul
Osage
Ottawa
Pawnee
Payne
Pittsburg
Pontoloc
Pottawatomie
Push taha
Roger Mills

Rate per
Bushel

226
2.22
2.24
2.26
2.25
2,25
222
2.25
2.22

1978 Crop WHEAT LLOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County

Rogers
Seminole
Sequoyah
Stephens
Texas
Tillman
Tulsa
Wagoner
Washington
Washita
Woods
Woodward
Weighted Avg, 101 SLALe .....icommmmsmissssassenss

OREGON

Baker
Benton
Clach
Clatsop
Columbia
Coos
Crook
Curry
Deschutes
Douglas
Gilliam
Grant
Harney
Hood River
Jackson
Jefferson
Josephine
Klamath
Lake

Maltheur
Marion
Morrow
Multnomah
Polk
Sherman
Tillamook
Umatilla
Union
Wallowa
Wasco
Washington
Wheeler
Yamhiil
Welghted Avg, 10T SLALE ..ovicisssssnsssmsssnnis

PENNSYLVANIA

Philadelphia
All Other Counties.
Weighted Avg. for State ......... seseeteprovee

RHODE ISLAND

All Counties.

SouTH CAROLINA
Charleston
All Other Counties.
Weighted Avg. fOF SLALE ....coiiirissracsrssses 4

Sourn DAROTA

Aurora
Beadle
Bennett
Bon Homme
Brookings.
Brown
Brule
Buffalo
Butte.
e ey
Charles Mix
Clark

Clay.
Codington
Corson
Custer
Davison

Day

Deuel
Dewey
Douglas
Edmunds
Fall River.
Faulk
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Rate per
Bushel

2.25
2.27
227
2:27
2.17
221
2.25
2,25
2.24
2.26
2.22
2.22
234

230
236
243
2.50
2,50
2,18
2.34
2,15
2.34
2.20
2.39
2.34
2,20
245
2.20
2.37
2.20
2.28
2.25
2,34
2.26
237
2.20
241
2,37
2.50
2.39
2.39
243
2.37
2.32
2.30
241
243
2,36
241
347

2.35
2.20
2.30

2.19

2.35
3.16
2.26

2.28
2.21
2.16

2.25

217

2.26



1978 Cror WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County

Grant

Gregory

Haakon

Hamlin

Hand

Hanson

Harding
Hughes

Hutchinson

Hyde

Jackson

Jerauld

Jones

Kingsbury
Lake

Lawrence,

Lincoln

Lyman

McCook

McPherson

Marshall

Meade

Mellette

Miner

Minnehaha

Moody.

Pennington

Perkins

Potter

Roberts.
8

b T

Shannon

Spink

Stanley

Sully

Todd

Tripp

Turner
Union

Walworth

Washabaugh

Yankton
Ziebach
Weighted AVE. fOF SEALE .......rervreeescscsessrse

TENNESSEE

Shelby
All Other Counties.
Weighted Avg. for State ....... stseoiesd

TExXAS

Anderson
Andrews
Archer
Armstrong
Alascosa
Bailey

Bandera,

Bastrop.

Baylor.
Bee
Bell..,
Bexar
Blanco

Borden
Bosque
Bowie..
Brazos

Briscoe.

Brown
Burleson
Burnet

Caldwell
Calhoun

Callahan
Carson,
Castro

Chambers
Cherokee
Childress

Clay.......

Cochran,
Coke..,
Coleman
Collin

Comal ..,
Comanche.
Concho,
Cooke,,..

232

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 CroP WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGrAM SurPLEMENT—Continued

County Rale per
Bushel

Coryell 238
Cottle. 2.25
Crosby 2.25
Culb 2.25
Dallam 222
Dallas, 236
D 1 2.25
Deaf Smith 2.25
Delta 2.35
Denton 2.34
DeWitt 241
Dick 235
Dimmit 233
Donley 2.25
Eastland 2.29
Edwards % 2.29
Ellis 2.36
Paso 2.25
Erath 2.34
Falls 238
Fannin 2.32
Fisher 226
Floyd 2.25
Foard 227
Frio 2.37
Gaines 2.25
Galveston 249
225

Gillespie 2.33
Glas K 2.25
Goliad 243
Gonzales 241
Gray. 2.25
Grayson 2.32
Grimes 244
Guadalupe 2.39
e 2.25
Hall 2.25
Hamilton 236
Hansford 2.22
Hard 1 2.27
Harris 249
Hartley 222
Haskell 2.27
Hays 239
Hemphill 2‘22
Henderson 237
Hill 2.36
Hockley 225
Hood 233
Houston 241
Howard 2.25
Hudspeth 2.25
Hunt 235
Hutchinson 2.22
Irion 2.27
Jack 231
Jackson. 239
Jeff Davis 2.25
Jefferson 245
Joh 235
Jones, 227
Karnes 243
Kaufman 2.37
Kendall 237
Kent 225
Kerr 233
Kimble 231
King 2.25
Kinney 2.29
Knox 227
Lamar 232
Lamb 2.25
L 2.38
Limest. 2.38
Lipscomb 222
Live Oak 245
Llano. 235
Loving. 2.25
Lubbock 2.25
Lynn 2.25
McCulloch 233
Mecl 2.38
Martin 225
Mason 233
Maverick 229
Medina 235
Menard 231
Midland 225

3679

1978 CroP WHEAT LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGrAM SuPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
Bushel

Milam 242
Mills 2.34
Mitchell 2.26
Montague. 2.31
Moore 2.22
Motley 2.25
Navarro 237
Nolan 2.26
Nueces 249
Ochiltree. 222
Oldham 2.25
Palo Pinto 231
Parker. 233
Parmer 2.25
Pecos 2.25
Potter 225
Presidio 2.25
Randall 2.25
Real 2.31
Red River. 232
Reeves 2.25
Refugio. 248
Roberts, 222
Robertson 241
Rockwall 235
Runnels 2.29
San Patricio. 2.49
San Saba 2.34
Schleicher 2.27

urry 2.26
Shackelford 229
Sherman 2.22
Somervell 2.33
Stephens 2.30
Sterling ....... 2.26
Stonewall 225
Sutton 2.27
Swisher. 2.25
Tarrant 2.36
Taylor. 227
Terry. 2.25
Throckmorton 2.29
Tom Green 2.28
Travis. 2.39
Uvalde 232
Van Zandt 237
Victoria 243
Waller 244
Ward 2.25
Wharton 244
Wheel 2.25
Wichita 2.29
Wilbarger 2.29
Williamson 2.39
Wilson 241,
Wise 232
Yoakum 225
Young 2.30
Zavala 2.33
Weighted Avg. for State.........cmemerereseas oy 237

Uran
All Counties. 2.19
VERMONT
All Counties. 218
VIRGINIA
Chesapeake (NOTTOIK ... imimmsiesssisnse 235
All Other Counties 2.20
Weighted AVg, 10T State ......uwcvmmemeconses 230
WASHINGTON

Adams. 235
Asotin 2.34
Benton 2.37
Chelan 2.37
Clallam 229
Clark 2.50
C i 2.36
Cowlitz 2,50
Douglas 2.35
Ferry 2.27
Franklin 237
Garfield 2.38
Grant 235
Grays Harbor 242
Island 231
Jefferson 231
King 2,50
Kitsap 232
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1978 Cror WHEAT LoAN AND PURCHASE
Procram SurrLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
Bushel
Kittitas 2.39
Klickitat 241
Tewis 2.45
Lincoln 233
Mason 2.39
Okanogan 2.33
Pacific 242
Pend Oreille 2.22
Pierce 2.50
San Juan 231
Skagit 2.39
Skamania 2.45
Snohomish 244
Spokane 232
Stevens 2,27
Thurston 2.44
Wahkiakum 2.44
Walla Walla 2.37
Whatcom 2.36
Whitman 2.35
Yakima 237
Weighted Avg. 101 State ....coiivnioiesrrivnse 245
WesT VIRGINIA
All Countles. 2.21
WISCONSIN
Dougias 2.38
All Other Counties 216
Welghted AVE. fOr SUALE ..o evnviimsisiisinns 2.26
WYOMING
All Counties 2.08

(b) Schedule of Premiums and Dis-
counts for 1978—Crop Wheat

Cents per
Bushel
1. Class Premiums and Discounts:
() Premiums: Hard Amber Durum, No. 3
or better +T%
(i) Discounts:
Durum ~10
Mixed wheat (mixes of classes other
than contrasting ClaSSes ... vviisieconss -3
Mixed wheat (mixtures of contrasting
classes) ~10
(i) Unclassed wheat which includes Red
Durum (&)
2. Grade Discounts’
(i) Grade Discounts:
No. 2 ~2
No. 3 —4
No. 4 -8
No. 5 -9
(ii) Special Grade Discounts:
Smut:
Light Smutty -3
Smutty ~9
Garlic:
Light Garlicky -10
Garlicky -20
3. Weed Control discount (where re-
quired by § 1421.24 —15

‘Unclassed wheat which includes Red Durum is
ineligible for loan,

4. Grade Discounts Sample—on factors of test
weight and total damage.

SAMPLE ON AccoUuNT oF TesT WEIGHT*

Hard Red Spring All other classes

Test weight Cents per Weight Cents per
bushel bushel

49 -13 50 -13
| SRR AT -17 49 -17
47 -21 48 ~21
W s siesrssaasirenssrsinniss -25 47 ~25
45 ~29 46 -29
B il sovsevnihaivovivinisa =85 WBiiineniiei sreiceniees —33
| SRR ARSI ] et wersicivess -39

RULES AND REGULATIONS
SamrLE ON ACCOURT OF TEST WEIGHT—

Continued
Hard Red Spring All other classes
Test weight Cents per Weight Cents per
bushel bushel
| - ¥ A, —
. —53
=59

SAMPLE OK ACCOUNT OF ToTAL DAMAGED

KERNELS
Cenls
per
Percent—total damaged kernels: bushel
15.1 to 16 - ~10
16.1 to 17 -12
17.1to 18 —14
18.1 to 189 -16
19.1 to 20 ~18
20.1 to 21 -20
21.1 o 22 -22
22.1 to 23 ~24
23.1to 24 ~26
24.1t0 25 —28
25.1 to 26 -30
26.1 to 27 -32
2711028 —34
28.1t0 20 —36
29.1 to 30 -38
Each percent over 30 .......cveensnnnsessssnnss -3

5. Premiums for Protein Content

Applicable to wheat grading No. 5 or better
of the classes Hard Red Winter and Hard
Red Spring

Percent Protein
Hard Red Winter:

10.50-10.99
11.00-11.49
11.50-11.99
12.00-12.49
12.50-12.99
13.00-13.49
13.50-13.99
14.00-14.49
14.50-14.99
15.00 & over
Hard Red Spring:
11.50-11.99
12.00-12.49
12.50-12.99
13.00-13.49
13.50-13.99
14.00-14.49
14.50-14.99
15.00-15.49
15.50-15.89
16.00-16.49
16.50-16.99
17.00 & over

(c) Other. Wheat with quality fac-
tors exceeding limits shown in forego-
ing schedule on wheat that (1) con-
tains in excess of 13.5 percent mois-
ture, (2) is weevily, (3) is musty, (4)
sour, and heating shall not be eligible
for loan. In the event quantities of
wheat exceeding limits shown are de-
livered in satisfaction of loan obliga-
tions, such quantities will be discount-
ed on the basis of the schedule of pre-
miums and discounts as provided by
the Kansas City Commodity Office for
settlement purposes. Such discounts
will be established not later than the

Cents/Bu.

-
Fue=iFeo

b
Do

SE585Rvasnmse

time delivery of wheat to CCC begin
and will thereafter be adjusted from
time to time as COC determines ap-
propriate to reflect changes in market
conditions. Producers may obtain
schedules of such factors and dis-
counts at ccunty ASCS office approxi-
mately one month prior to the loan
maturity date.

Norte:—Premiums and discounts are cumu-
lative except only one grade discount shall
be applied.

Signed at Washington, D.C. on Janu-
ary 9, 1979.
STEWART N. SMITH,
Acting Executive Vice
President,
Commodity Credit Corporation.
{FR Doc. 79-1652 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[3410-05-M]

[CCC Grain Price Support Regulations,
1977 Crop Oat Supplement]

PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY
HANDLED COMMODITIES

Subpart—1978 Crop Oats Loan and
Purchase Program

AGENCY: Commodity Credit Corpo-
ration, Department of Agriculture.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule
is to set forth the: (1) Final loan and
purchase availability dates, (2) maturi-
ty dates, and (3) loan and purchase
rates and premiums and discounts
under which Commodity Credit Cor-
poration (CCC) will extend price sup-
port on 1978 crop oats. This rule is
needed in order to provide a price sup-
port program for oats. This rule will
enable eligible oat producers to obtain
loans and purchases on their eligible
1978 crop oats.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 18, 1979.

ADDRESS: Price Support and Loan
Division, ASCS, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, 3732 South Building, P.O.
Box 2415, Washington, D.C. 20013.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Merle Strawderman,
447-7973.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A notice of proposed rulemaking was
published in the PEperaL REGISTER 0N
December 21, 1977, 42 FR 56751 stat-
ing that the Department of Agricul-
ture proposed to make determinations
and issue regulations relative to a loan
and purchase program for the 1978
crop of feed grains including 0ats.
Such determinations included deter-

ASCS, (202)
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mining loan and purchase rates and
other related program provisions. No
recommendations were received con-
cerning the loan and purchase pro-
gram for oats. After considering appli-
cable factors, it has been determined
that the loan and purchase rates for
1978 crop oats on a national average
will be $1.03 per bushel.

Producers who wish to secure loans
can do so by contacting their local Ag-
ricultural Stabilization and Conserva-
tion Service Office or Agricultural
Service Center.

FINAL RULE s

Since warehouse storage charges can
now be deducted. The General Regula-
tions Governing Price Support for
1978 and Subsequent Crops, and any
amendments thereto and the 1978 and
Subsequent Crops Qats Loan and Pur-
chase Regulations, and any amend-
ments thereto in this Part 1421 are
further supplemented for the 1978
crop of oats. Accordingly, the regula-
tions in 7 CFR §1421.270 through
§1421.273 and the title of the subpart
are revised to read as provided below
effective as to the 1978 crop of oats.
The material previously appearing in
these sections shall remain in full
force and effect as to the crops to
which it is applicable.

Subpart—1978 Crop Oats Loan and Purchase
Program

Sec.

1421.270 Purpose.

1421271 Availability.

1421.272 Maturity of loans.

1421.273 Warehouse charges.

1421274 Loansand purchase rates and pre-
miums and discounts.

AUTHORITY: Secs. 4 and 5, 62 Stat. 1070, as
amended (15 U.S.C. 714b and c); Secs. 1054,
401, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended (7 U.S8.C.
1444c, 14210,

§1421.270 Purpose.

This supplement contains additional
program provisions which together
with the provisions of the General
Regulations Governing Price Support
for the 1976 and Subsequent Crops,
the 1970 and Subsequent Crops Oats
Loan and Purchase Program regula-
tions, and any amendments thereto,
apply to loans on and purchase of the
1978 crop of oats.

§1421.271  Availability.

(a) Loans. Producers desiring to par-
licipate in the program through loans
must request a loan on their 1978 crop
(;sfn%llglble oats on or before March 31,

() Purchases. A producer desiring to
offer eligible 1978 crop oats not under
loan for purchase must execute and
deliver to the county ASCS office on
or before March 31, 1979, a Purchase
Agreement (Form CCC-614) indicating

RULES AND REGULATIONS

the approximate quantity of 1978-crop
oats they will sell to CCC.

§ 1421.2792 Maturity of loans.

Loans mature on demand but not
later than the last day of the ninth
calendar month following the month
the loan is disbursed.

§ 1421.273 Warehouse charges.

If storage is not provided for
through loan maturity the county
office shall deduct storage charges at
the daily storage rate for the storing
warehouse times the number of days
from the date the commodity was re-
ceived or date through which storage
has been provided for to the maturity
date.

§1421.274 Loan and puchase rates and
premiums and discounts.

(a) Basic loan and purchase rates
(counties). Basic county rates (market-
ing area in the case of Alaska) for loan
and settlement purposes for oats grad-
ing U.S. No. 3, containing moisture not
in excess of 14 percent moisture are as
follows:

1978 CropP OATs LOAN AND PURCHASE

# PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT
County Rate per
bushel

Aranama

Al Counties $1.13
Alaska* -

Delta 1.01

Fairbanks 1.00

Glenallen o7

H 104

Kenai-Soldontna 100

Palmer 113

Talkeetna 143

Welghted Avg. fOr SLale ... 107
ARIZONA

All Counties. 1,22

ARKANSAS
Al Counties 111
CALIFORNIA
All Counties. 1.22
CoLORADO
Al Counties. 112
CoNNECTICUT
All Counties L12
DELAWARE

All Counties 112
Frormoa

All Counties. L16
GEORGIA

All Counties. 113

Ipano

AN Counties. 112
Iuuixors

Ad 106

Alexander 1.09

Bond Lo7

Boone. 1.06

Brown 1.06

B 106

Calhoun L07

Carroll ™ 1.08

Cass 106

Champaign 1.06

Christian . 106

Clark Lo7

*In Alaska, loan rates are for Marketing Areas.

3681

1978 Cror OATS LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM

SvrpreMEsT—Continued
County Rale per
bushel
Clay 1.08
Clinton 108
Coles 1.08
Cook 1.08
Crawford 108
Cumberland 1.07
De Kalb 1.08
De Witt 1.08
Dougl 1.06
Du Page 1.08
Edgar 1.06
Edwards 1.09
Effingham 1.07
Fayelte 1.07
Ford 1.06
Frauoklin L.00
Fulton 1.06
Gallatin 1.10
Greene .07
Grundy 1.08
Hamilton 1.09
Hancock 1.06
Hardin 110
Henderson 1.06
Henry 108
Iroquois 1.08
Jackson 1.09
Jasper 1.08
Jefferson 109
Jersey 107
Jo Daviess 1.06
Johnson 1.09
Kane 1.06
Kankakee 1.06
Kendall 1.06
Knox 1.06
Lake 1.07
La Salle 1.06
Lawrence 1.09
Lee 1.06
Livl on 1.06
Logan 1.06
McDonough 108
McHenry 1.06
McLean 1.08
Macon 1.06
Macoupin 107
Madison 1.08
Marion 1Lo8
Marshall 1.06
M 1.06
Massac 1.09
Menard 106
M 1.08
Monroe 1.09
Mont ry. 1.07
Morgan 1.06
Moultrie 1.08
Ogle 1.08
Peoria 1.06
Perry 109
Piatt, 106
Plke 1.08
Pope 110
Pulaski 1.09
Putnam 1.08
Randolph 1.09
Richiand 1,08
Rock Island 1.06
Saint Clair 1.09
Saline 110
S 1.06
Schuyler 1.06
Scatt 106
Shelby 1.06
Stark 106
Stephenson 1.06
Tazewell 1.08
Union 1.09
Vermilion 108
Wabash 109
Warren 1.06
Washington 1.09
Wayne 1.09
White 109
Whitesid 1.08
will 1.07
Willlamson 1.09
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1978 Cror OATS LOAN AND
PROGRAM

County

tinued

Rate per
dushel
Winneb:
Woodford
Weighted avg. for State......... RS R

INDIANA

=

g e
83

Adams
Allen
Bartholomew
Benton

Blackford
Boone.
Brown
Carroll
Cass
Clark

WO NNN

Clay.
Clinton
Crawford
Daviess
Dearbern
Decatur
De Kalb
Delaware
Dubois
Elkhart
Fayette
Floyd
Fountain
Pranklin
Fulton
Gibson
Grant
Gl
Hamilton

Hancock -
Harrison
Hendricks.
Henry
Howard
Huntingt
Jackson.
Jasper
Jay
Jefferson

Knox
K

R 5 £ R R o T e AT A

O e R o ol R ol

sl sl st sl st el st et st st st st S S st st st s S i S s s S S S S S I

O I I I 0 T I I I R R R R o ol ol ol ol ol vl ol el et

Owen
Parke
Perry
Pike
Porter
Posey
Pulaski
Putnam
Randolph
Ripley
Rush
Saint Joseph
Scott
Shelby
Spencer
Starke
8‘ hen
Sullivan
Switzerland
Tippecanoe
'np'nn
Union
Vanderburgh
Vermillion
vn_m

é
et el st el et wt nd ot ot st

Tt e s o e et
—-eun»—n»»u—wugn—ﬁnn—-u—«wo—-a.u-—ea-y-u-u—-»--—u»-»nu-—.uﬁnou.-----an--u—uuwou—»unnnaau—n—»n.—

el et et ol vl e

et st et et st et ot ot st b ot st st st ot st s sl et st b

T bt b et ek ot ek o et ot Bt

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 CroP OATS LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPFLEMENT—Continued
County Rate per
bushel
Wabash 111
Warren 1.10
Warrick 113
‘Washington 113
Wayne 112
Wells 111
White 111
‘Whitley 111
Welghted avg. for StRE ...covimmcnmrmrresiacsns 111
Towa

Adair 1.04
Adams 1.04
Allamakee 1.01
A 1.04
Audubon 1.02
Benton 1.04
Black Hawk 1.03
Boone. 1.02
Bremer 1.02
Buchanan 1.03
Buena Vista 1.02
Bulter 1.02
Calhoun 1.02
Carroll 1.02
Cass 1.04
Cedar 1.04
Cerro Gordo 1.01
Cherokee 1.02
Chickawaw. 1.02
\ Clarke 1.04
Clay 1.01
Clayton 1.02
Clinton 1.04
Crawford 1.01
Dallas. 1.02
Davis 1.05
Decatur 1.04
Del e 1.03
Des Moines 1.04
Dickinson 1.00
Dub 1.03
Emmet 1.00
Fayette 1.02
Floyd 1.01
Franklin 1.02
Fremont 1.04
Gr 1.02
Grundy 1.02
Guthrie 1.02
Hamilton 1.02
Hancock 1.01
Hardin 1.02
Harrison 1.02
Henry 1.04
Howard 1.01
Humboldt 1.02
Ida 1.01
Towa 1.04
Jackson 1.04
Jasp 1.02
Jefferson 1.04
Joh 1.04
Jones 1.04
Keokuk 1.04
Kossuth 1.00
Lee 1.04
Linn 1.04
Louisa 1.04
Lucss. 1.04
Lyon 09
Madison 1.04
Mahaska. 1.04
Marion 1.04
Marshall 1.02
Mills 1.04
Mitcheil 1.00
M 1.01
Monroe 1.04
Montgomery 1.04
Muscatine 1.04
O’'Brien 1.01
O 1 99
1.04

Palo Alto 1.02
Ply th 1.00
Pocahontas 1.02
Polk 1.02
Pottawattamie 1.056
Poweshiek 1.02

1978 Cror OATS LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
bushel
Ringgold 1.04
Sac. 1.02
Scott 1.04
Shelby 1.02
Sioux 1.00
Story 1.02
Tama 1.02
Taylor 1.04
Union 1.04
Van Buren 1.04
Wapello 1.04
Warren 1.04
Washington 1.04
Wayne 1.04
Webster 1.02
Wi b 1.00
Winneshiek 1.01
Woodbury 1.00
Worth 1.00
Wright 1.02
Weighted avg, 10r Stae ... 1.02
Kansas
All Counties. 1.08
KENTUCKY
All Counties. 113
LOUISIANA
All Counties 113
MAINE
All Counties. 112
MARYLAND
All Counties 1.138
MASSACHUSETTS
All Counties. 112
MICHIGAN
Alcona 1.07
Alger 1.08
Allegan 1.09
Alpena 1.07
Antrim 1.08
Arenac 1.07
Baraga 1.07
Barry % 1.09
Bay 1.07
Benzie 1.08
Berrien 1.10
Branch 1.10
Calhoun 1,09
Cass. 1.10
Charlevoix 1.08
heboy 1.08
Chi wa 1.08
Clare 1.08
Clinton 1.08
Crawford 1.07
Delta 1.07
Dickinson 1.07
Eaton 1.08
Emmet 1.08
G 1.07
Gladwin 1.07
Gogebic 1.07
Grand Traverse 1.08
Gratiot 1.08
Hillsdale 1.10
Houghton 1.07
Huron 1.07
Ingham 1.08
Tonia 1.08
1osco 1.07
Iron 1.07
Isabella 1.08
Jackson 1.09
Kal 1.09
Kalkaska 1.08
Kent 1.09
Ke 1.07
Lake 1.09
Lapeer 1.07
Leelanau 1.08
Lenawee 1.10
Livi on I.Og
Luce 1.0
Mackinac 1.08
Macomb. 1.08
A= rE e 1.09
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1978 Cror OATS LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rale per
bushel
Marquette 107
Mason L.09
Mecosta 1.08
Menominee 1.07
Midland 1.07
Missaukee 108
Monroe 110
Montealm 1.08
Montmorency 107
Muskegon 109
Newwaygo 109
Oakland 1.08
Oceana 1.09
Ogemaw 1.07
Ontonagon 1.07
Osceoia 1.08
Oscoda o7
Otsego 1.08
Ottawa 1.09
Presque Isle 1.07
Roscommon 107
Saginaw 1.07
Saint Clair 1.08
Saint Joseph, 1.10
Sanilac 1.09
Schoolcraft 1.08
Shinwassee 1.07
Tustola 1.07
Van Buren 1.09
Washtenaw 1.09
Wayne 1.09
Wexford 1.09
Weighted avg. Tor State..........cuismsimnss 1.07
MINNESOTA
Aitkin 89
Anoka 1.01
Becker 95
Beltraml 05
Benton 00
Big Stone 06
Blue Earth 029
Brown H8
Carlton 101
Carver 1.00
Cass.. oM
Chippewa Ry
Chizago. 101
Clay... 94
Clearwater 95
Conk.... 1oL
Cottonwood 08
Crow Wing 88
Dakota 1.00
Dodge 029
Douglas 07
Faribault 99
Pillmore 1.00
Preeborn 1.00
Goodhue 09
Grant 96
Hennepin 1.01
Houston 1.00
Hubbard 96
Isanti .. 1.00
Ilasca 29
Jackson, 98
Kanabee 1.00
Kandiyohi 98
E tson, 92
oochiching 96
Lac Qui Parle 91
Lake....... Lol
Lake of the Woods . 94
Le Sueur... 09
Lincoln ‘o1
! VRS 97
McLeod, 99
Mahriomen 94
Marshall 93
Martin ....,, o8
Meeker .. '"
Mille Lacs 90
Morrison ....... 08
Mower, ‘09
Murray...... 'gq
Nicollet ‘99
91
R

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 Cror Oats LoaN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT

—Continued
County Rate per
bushel
Olm&ated 99
Otter Tail 98
Pennington 93
Pine. - S 1.00
Pipestone 87
Polk 03
Pope o7
Ramsey 1.01
Red Lake 93
Redwood 08
Renville 98
Rice 99
Rock 87
Roseau 53
Saint Louis 1.0t
Seott 1.00
Sherburne 1.00
Sibley £9
Stearns 88
Steele 99
Stevens 96
Swift o7
Todd 57
Traverse 85
Wabasha 29
Wadena 9
Waseca 99
Washington 0
Watonwan 98
Wilkin 95
Winona 1.00
Wright 1.00
Yellow Medici 81
Weighted avg. [or SLate..........cinenrecnrins k)
MISSISSIPPL
All Counties 113
MISSOURT
All Counties. 1.09
MoNTANA
Beaverhead 108
Big Horn Lol
Blaine 98
Broadwater 1.04
Carbon 1.03
Carter 1
Cascade 103
Chouteau 1.00
Custer 9
Daniel 95
Da \ 24
Deer Lodge 1.08
Fallon o5
PFergus. 1.00
Flathead 1.06
Gallatin 1.05
Garfield ”
Gladier 1.03
Golden Valley Lo2
Granite 107
Hill 99
Jefferson 1.05
Judith Basin Lol
Lake Lo7
Lewis and Clark LO5
Liberty 100
Lincol L8
MeCone 85
Madison 1.08
Meagt 103
Minera 108
Mi 1 Lo07
M Ishell 101
Park 1.06
Petrole! 58
Pl-ll"m ‘”
Pondera 102
Powder River B
Powell Los
Prairie 98
Ravalll 107
Richiand 94
Roosevelt 5
Rosebud 9
Sanders 108
Sheridan 94
Silver Bow 1.08
Stlllwater 103

3683

1978 Cror OaTs LoAN AND PURCHASE
Procram SurrLEMENT—Continued

Counly Rate per
bushel
Sweet Grass 1.04
Teton 1.02
Toole 101
Treasure 1.00
Valley )
“Wheatland 1.03
Wibaux 94
Yeil e 102
Weighted avg. for State ... 88
NEBRASKA
Adams 1.04
Antelope 1.01
Arthur 1.02
Banner. 1.02
Blai 1.01
Boone 1.02
Box Butte 1.01
Boyd 99,
Brown 1.00
Buffalo 103
Burt 1.03
Butler v 1.04
Cass. 1.0
Cedar 1.01
Chase 105
Cherry 1.00
Cheyenne 1.03
Clay 1.04
Colfax 1.03
Cuming 1.03
Custer Loz
Dakota 103
Dawes 1.01
Da 1.03
Denel 103
Dixon 102
Dodge 1.04
Doug!l 1.05
Dundy 1.08
Fillmore 1.04
Franklin 1.05
Frontier L4
Furnas 1.08
Gage Lo8
Garden Lo2
Garfield 1.01
G 104
Grant Lol
Greeley 102
Hall 1L.03
Hamilton 1.03
Harlan 105
Hayes 1.06
Hitchcock 1.08
Holt
Hook Lo1
H d 102
Jefferson 1.05
Joh 1.06
Kearney 1.04
Keith 103
Keya Paha 99
Eimball 103
Knox 1.00
1 ster 1.06
Lincoln 1.03
1.02
Loup 1.01
McPherson 1.02
Madison 102
Merrick 1.02
Morrill 1.02
Nance 102
Nemaha 1.08
Nuckolls 1.05
Otoe 105
Pawnee 1.08
Perkins 1.04
Phelps. 1.04
Pler 101
Platte 102
Polk 103
Red Willow 1.06
Richardson 106
Rock 100
Saline 105
Sarpy LO5
Saunders 105
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1978 Cropr OATS LOAN AND PURCHASE
PRrROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County

Bcotts Bluff

Seward

Sheridan

Sherman

Siloux

Stanton

Thayer.

Thomas

Thurston

Valley

Washington

Wayne

Webster

Wheeler

York

Welghted avg. for State ...

NEvVADA
All Counties
NEw HAMPSHIRE

All Countles.

NEW JERSEY
All Counties.

New MEx1c0
All Counties

New Yomrx

All Counties.

NorTE CAROLINA
All Countles

NorTH DAKOTA

Adams

Barnes

Benson

Billings

Bottineau

Bo A

Burke

Burleigh

Cass

Cavalier

Dickey
Divide

Dunn

Eddy.

Emmons

Foster

Golden Valley
Grand Forks

Grant

Griggs

Hettinger

Kidder

La Moure

Logan

McHenry

Mcintosh

McKenzie

McLean

Mercer

Morton

Mountrail

Nelson

Oliver

Pembi

Plerce

Ramsey.

R
Renville

Richland

Rolette

Sargent

Sheridan

Sloux

Slope

Stark

Steele

Stutsman

Towner

Tralll

Walsh

Ward

Wells

Williams

Weighted avg. for SLate ... i sy

Rate per
bushel

1.02
1.04
1.01
1.02
1.01
1.02
1.05
101
1.03
1.02
1.04
1.02
1.05
1.01
1.03
1.02
122

112

113

* Monroe

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 Cropr OATS LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGrAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

Counly Rate per
bushel
Onio

Adams
Allen
Ashland
Ashtabula
Athens
Auglaize
Belmont
Brown
Butler
Carroll
Champalgn
Clark
Clermont
Clinton
Columbiana
Coshocton
Crawford
Cuyahoga
Darke
Defiance
Delaware
Erie
Fairfield
Fayette
Franklin
Fulton
Gallia
Geauga
Greene
Guernsey
Hamilton
Hancock
Hardin
Harrison
Henry
Highland
Hocking
Holmes
Huron
Jackson.
Jefferson
Knox
Lake
Lawrence
Licking
Logan
Lorain
Lucas.
Madison
Mahoning
Marion
Medina
Meigs
Mercer
Miami

B e 0 b e
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Montgomery
Morgan
Morrow
Muskingum
Noble
Ottawa
Paulding

B e et e et et e kBl et e et et et e

Perry

Pickaway
Pike
Portage
Preble
Putnam
Richland
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Ross
Sandusky
Scloto
Senecs
Shelby
Stark
Summit
Trumbull
Tuscarawas
Union
Van Wert
Vinton
Warren
Washington
Wayne
Williams
Wood
Wyandot
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1978 CroP OATS LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County
OKLAHOMA
All Counties
OREGON
All Countries
PENNSYLVANIA

All Counties

RHODE ISLAND
All Counties.

SouTH CAROLINA
All Counties :

SouTH DAKOTA
Aurora

Beadle

Be 143

Bon Hi

Brookings

Brown

Brule

Buffalo

Butte,

Campbell

Charles Mix

Clark

Clay.
Codington

Corson

Custer

Davison

Day

Deuel

Dewey

Douglas

Ed i

Fall River.

Faulk

Grant

Gregory

Haakon

Hamlin
Hand

Hanson

Harding

Hughes

Hutchinson

Hyde

Jackson

Jerauld

Jones.

Kingsbury
Lake

Lawrence.

Lincoln

Lyman
McCook

McPherson

Marshall

Meade

Mellette

Miner

Minnehaha

Moody

Pennington

Perkins

Potter

Roberts.

Sanborn

Shannon

Spink

Stanley

Suly

Todd

Tripp

Turner

Union
Walworth

Washabaugh

Yankton

slahank

Weighted avg. for SLALe ......cviimmismssinn .

All Counties

TEXAS
All Counties.
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Rate per
bushel

114

1.18

113

1.18



1978 CroP OATS LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

All Counties.

County

Uran

All Counties

VERMONT

All Counties.

VIRGINIA

All Counties.

WASHINGTON

All Countles

WEST VIRGINIA

Adams

WISCONSIN

Ashland

Barron

Bayfield

Brown

Buffalo

Burnett

Calumet

Chippewa

Clark

Columbia

Crawford

Dane

Doadge

Door

Douglas

Dunn.

Eau Claire

Florence

Fond du Lac
Forest

Grant...

Green

Green Lake

Towa.

Iron.,

Jackson

Jefferson

Juneau

Kenosha

Kewaunee

LaCrosse

Lafayette

Langlade

Lincoln

Manitowae

Marathon

Marinette.,

Marquette

Menominee

Milwaukee

Monroe

Oconto.

Outagamie

Ozaukee .

Pepin

Polk..

Saint Crofx ..
Sauk........l,

Sawyer,,

Sheboygan.....

Taylor...

Rale per
bushel

1.20

112

L13

1.03

B e e et e e b
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 CroP OATS LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
bushel
WryominG
All Counties. 110

(b) Premiums and discounts: The
basic loan and purchase rates shall be
adjusted as applicable by premiums
and discounts as follows:

Cents per bushel

Premiums: *

Grade U.S, No. 1 +2

Grade U.S. No, 2 +1
Test weight: -

Heavy. +1

Extra heavy +2
Discounts:

Grade U.S. No. 4 on the factor of test

weight only but otherwise U.S. No. 3

or better —
Grade U.S. No. 4 because of being

“badly stained or materially weath-

ered’ -7
Garlicky -3
Weed control discount (where required

by § 1421.24) -10

‘Premiums shall not be applicable to badly
stained or materially weathered oats,

(¢c) Other. Oats with quality factors
exceeding limits shown in forgoing
schedule or oats that (1) contain in
excess of 14 percent moisture, (2) is
weevily, (3) is musty, (4) sour, shall
not be eligible for loan. In the event
quantities of oats exceeding limits
shown are delivered in satisfaction of
loan obligations, such quantities will
be discounted on the basis of the
schedule of discounts as provided by
the Kansas City Commodity Office for
settlement purposes. Such discounts
will be established not later than the
time delivery of oats to CCC begins
and will thereafter be adjusted from
time to time as CCC determines appro-
priate to reflect changes in market
conditions.

Producers may obtain schedules of
such factors and discounts at county
ASCS offices approximately one
month prior to the loan maturity date.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Jan-
uary 9, 1979.
STEWART N. SMITH
Acting Executive Vice President,
Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion.
[FR Doc. 79-1651 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[3410-05-M]

[CCC Grain Price Support Regulations,
1978 Crop Corn Supplement])
PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY
HANDLED COMMODITIES

3685

Subpart—1978 Crop Corn Loan and
Purchase Program

AGENCY: Commodity Credit Corpo-
ration, Department of Agriculture.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule
is to set forth the: (1) Final loan and
purchase availability dates, (2) maturi-
ty dates, and (3) loan and purchase
rates and premiums and discounts
under which Commodity Credit Cor-
poration (CCC) will extend price sup-
port on 1978 crop corn. This rule is
needed in order to provide a price sup-
port program for corn. This rule will
enable eligible corn producers to
obtain loans and purchases on their
eligible 1978 crop corn.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 18, 1979.

ADDRESS: Price Support and Loan
Division, ASCS, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, 3732 South Building, P.O.
Box 2415, Washington, D.C. 20013.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Merle Strawderman, ASCS,
447-7973.

(202)

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A notice of proposed rulemaking was
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER on
December 21, 1977, 42 FR 56751 stat-
ing that the Department of Agricul-
ture proposed to make determinations
and issue regulations relative to a loan
and purchase program for the 1978
crop of feed grains including corn.
Such determinations included deter-
mining loan and purchase rates and
other- related program provisions.
Forty-one responses were received: 23
recommendations pertained to loan
rates, and 18 dealt with target prices.
It has been determined that loan and
purchase rates for 1978-crop corn on a
national average will be $2.00 per
bushel. The final availability date for
purchases will be changed to May 31,
1979, the same as for loans.

Producers who wish to secure loans
can do so by contacting their local Ag-
ricultural Stabilization and Conserva-
tion Service Office or Agricultural
Service Center.

FiNAL RULE

Since storage can now be deducted,
The General Regulations Governing
Price Support for 1978 and Subse-
quent Crops, and any amendments
thereto and the 1978 and Subsequent
Crops Corn Loan and Purchase Regu-
lations, and any amendments thereto
in this Part 1421 are further supple-
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mented for the 1978 crop of corn. Ac-
cordingly, the regulations in 7 CFR
§1421.111 through §1421.113 and the
title of the subpart are revised to read
as provided below, effective as to the
1978 crop of corn. The material previ-
ously appearing in these sections shall
remain in full force and effect as to
the crops to which it is applicable.

Subpart—1978 Crop Corn Loan and Purchase
Progrom

Sec.

1421.111 Availability,

1421.112 Maturity of loans.

1421.113 Warehouse charges.

1421.114 Loans and purchase rates, premi-
ums and discounts.

AvuTHORITY: Secs. 4 and 5, 62 Stat. 1070, as
amended (15 U.S.C. T14b and ¢); secs, 1054,
401, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1444
c, 1421).

§1421.111 Availability.

(a) Loans. Producers desiring to par-
ticipate in the program through loans
must request a loan on their 1978 crop
of eligible corn on or before May 31,
1979.

(h) Purchase. A producer desiring to
offer eligible 1978 crop corn not under
loan for purchase must execute and
deliver to the county ASCS office on
or before May 31, 1979, a Purchase
Agreement (Form CCC-614) indicating
the approximate quantity of 1978 crop
corn they will sell to CCC.

§ 1421.112 Maturity of loans.

Loans mature on demand but not
later than the last day of the ninth
calendar month following the month
the loan is disbursed.

§1421.113 Warehouse charges.

If storage is not provided for
through loan maturity the county
office shall deduct storage charges at
the daily storage rate for the storing
warehouse times the number of days
from the date the commodity was re-
ceived or date through which storage
has been provided for to the maturity
date.

§ 1421.114 Loans and purchase rates, pre-
miums and discounts.

County basic loan and purchase
rates for corn and the schedule of pre-
miums and discounts are contained in
this section. Farm stored loans will be
made at the basic rate for the county
where the corn is stored, adjusted only
for the weed control discount where
applicable. The rate for warehouse
stored loans shall be the basic rate for
the county where the corn is stored,
adjusted by the premiums and dis-
counts prescribed in paragraph (b) of
this section. Notwithstanding
§ 1421.22(c), settlement for corn deliv-
ered from other than approved ware-
house storage, shall be based (1) on

RULES AND REGULATIONS

the basic rate for the county in which
the producer's customary delivery
point is located, and (2) on the quality
and quantity of the corn delivered as
shown on the warehouse receipts and
accompanying documents issued by an
approved warehouse to which delivery
is made, or if applicable, the quality
and quantity delivered as shown on a
form prescribed by CCC for this pur-
pose.

(a) Basie county rates. Basic county
rates for corn grading No. 2 and con-
taining from 15.1 through 15.5 percent
moisture are as follows:

1978 Cror CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT

County Rate per
Bushel
ALSRAMA
All Counties. $2.14
ARIZONA
All Counties 2.20
ARKANSAS
All Counties. 2.11
CALIPORKIA
All Counties 2.20
COLORADO
Baca 203
Cheyenne 2.02
Kiowa 2,02
Kit Carson 202
Lincoln 2.05
Logan 2.04
Phillips 202
Prowers 2,02
Sedgwick 2,02
Washi 2,04
Yuma 2.01
All Other Counties 2,06
Weighted Avg. for State ... 2.03
CONNECTICUT
All Counties. 2.23
DELAWARE
All Counties 2.17
FLORIDA
All Counties, 2.15
GEORGIA
All Counties. 2.15
Inano.
All Counties. 217
ILLIROIS
Adams 2'04
Alexander 2.08
Bond 2.06
Boone. 2.04
Brown 2086
Bureau 2.04
Calhoun 2.06
Carroll 2.02
Cass 2.05
Champalgn 2.03
Christian 2.05
Clark 2,03
Clay 2.04
Clinton 207
Coles 2.03
Cook 2.08
Crawford 2.03
Cumberland 2.03
De Kalb 204
De Witt 2.03
Douglas 2,03
Du Page 2,017
Edgar 2.03
Edwards 2.05
Effingham 2.04
Fayette 2,05
Ford 2.04
Franklin 2.06
Fulton 205
Gallatin 2.06

1978 Crop CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County

Gree:

Grundy

Hamilton

Hancock

Hardin
Henderson

Henry

Iroquois

Jackson

Jasper

Jefferson

Jersey

Jo Daviess

Kane

Kankakee

Kendall
Knox

Lake

La Salle

Lawrence

Lee

Livingston

Logan

McDonough

McHenry

MclLean

Macon

Macoupin

Madison

Marion

Marshall

Mason

Menard

Mercer

Monroe

Montgomery

Morgan

Moultrie

Ogle

Peoria

Perry
Piatt

Pike

Pope

Pulaski

Putnam

Randolph

Richland

Rock Island

St. Clair

Saline

Sangamon

Schuyler
Scott

Shelby

Stark

Stephenson.

Tazewell

Union

Vermilion

Wabash

Warren

Washington

Wayne
White

Whiteside

will

Wil

Winnebag

Woodford

Welghted Avg. for Stale ..o

INDIANA

Adams

Allen

Bartholomew.

Blackford

Boone

Brown
Carroll

Cass

Clark

Clay

Clinton

Crawford

Daviess
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Rate per
Bushel

2.06
2,05
2.05
2.04
2.07
2.04
2.04
2.04
2.07
2.03
207
2,06
2.01
2,07
2.06
2.05
2.05
2.05
2,07
2,04
2.04
2.04
2.04
2.04
2.05
2.06
2.03
2.04
2.06
2.08
2.05
2.04
2.05
208
2.04
2.03
2.09
2,05
2.05
2.03
2.08
2.05
2.08
2,03
2.05
207
208
2.04
2.08
2,04
2,03
2,09
2.06
2,04
2,05
2.05
2.04
2.05
201
2.04
201
2.03
2,05
2.05
2.09
2.06
2.06
2.03
2.07
2.06
2.02
204
2.04



1978 Cror CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per

Bushel
Dearborn 2.06
Decatur 2.03
De Kalb 202
Delaware 2.00
Dubois 2.05
Elkhart 2.04
Fayette 2.02
Floyd 2.06
Fountain 2.01
Franklin 2.05
Fulton. 2.04
Gibson 2.0
Grant 2.01
Groené 2.03
Hamilton 1.99
Harrison 06
Hancock 2.00
Hendricks 200
Henry 2.00
Howard 2.02
Huntington 2.01
Jackson 2.05
Jasper 2.05
Jay 2,02
Jefferson 2.06
Jennings 2.05
Johnson 2.01
Knox 2.05
Kosciusko 3.04
LaGrange 2.02
l‘akc 2-07
La Porte 207
Lawrence 2.05
Madison 1.99
Marion 2,00
Marshall 2.05
Martin 2.05
Miami 2.02
Monroe 2.03
Montgomery 2.01
Morgan 2.01
Newton 2.05
Noble 2.02
Ohio 2.06
Orange 2.05
Owen 201
Parke 2,01
Perry 2.08
Pike 2.05
Porter 2.07
Posey 2.06
Pulaski 2.05
Putnam 2.00
Randolph 2.01
Ripley 2.05
Rush 2.01
8t. Joseph 2.05
Scott ... 2,06
Shelby 2.01
Spencer 2.06
Starke. 2.05
Steuben 2,02
Sullivan 2.03
Switzerland 2.06
Tippecanoe 2.02
Tipton 2.00
Union 2,03
Vanderburgh 2.06
Vermilion 2.02
Vigo........ 2.02
Wabash ., 2.02
Warren 2.02
Warrick ... 2.06
Washington 2.06
Wayne ... 2,01
Wells....... 201

Whit ]
8. 204
Whitley ... 2.02
Welghted Avg. for State ... IR 2.03

Towa

1.97
2.00
1.95
2.00
1.97
1.98
s 1.98
1.96

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 Cror CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rale per
Bushel

Bremer 197
Buchanan 1.98
Buena Vista 1.93
Butler 1.96
Calhoun 1.94
Carroll 1.97
Cass 1.98
Cedar 2.01
Cerro Gordo ~“1.95
Cherokee 1.93
Chickasaw 1.96
Clarke 1.9
Clay 1.91
Clayton 1.97
Clinton 2,01
Crawford 1.98
Dallas...x. 1.96
Davis 2.01
Decatur 2.01
Delaware 1.98
Des Moines 2,01
Dickinson 1.89
Dubugq 1.99
Emmet 1.89
Fayette 1.97
Floyd 1.96
Franklin 1.95
Fr t . 2.01
Greene 1.95
Grundy 1.97
Guthrie 1.96
Hamilton 1.95
‘H k 1.94
Hardin 1.97
Harrison 1.99
Henry 2.01
Howard 1.94
Humboldt 1.92
Ida 1.95
Towa 1.99
Jackson 2.00
Jasper 1.98
Jefferson 2.00
Johnson 2.00
Jones. 1.99
Keokuk 2.00
Kossuth l.9l
Lee 2.01
Linn 1.98
‘Louisa 2.01
Lucas. 1.09
Lyon 1.90
Madi 1.97
Mahaska. 1.99
Marion 1.98
Marshall 1.98
Mills 2.00
Mitchell 1.94
Monona 1.98
Monroe 1.99
Montgomery 2.00
Muscatine 201
O'Brien 1.92
O 1 1.90
Page 2.02
Palo Alto 1.90
Plymouth 1.94
Pocahontas 193
Polk 1.97
Pottawattamie 2.00
Poweshiek 1.98
Ringgold 202
Sac. 1.95
Scott 2,01
Shelby 1.99
Sioux 192
Story 1.98
Tama, 1.98
Taylor. 202
Union 2.00
Van Buren 2,01
Wapello 2,00
Warren 1.68
Washingt, 2.00
Wayne 2.00
Webster 1.94
Winneb 1.3
Winneshiek 1.95
Woodbury 1.96

3687

1978 Crop CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGrAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per.
Bushel
Worth 1.94
Wright 1.94
Weighted Avg. fOr State ... 1.97
Kansas

Allen ; 2.05
Anderson 2,06
Atchison 207
Barber 1.99
Barton 1.97
Bourbon 207
Brown 2.05
Butler 201
Chase 2,01
Chaut 2.01
Cherokee 2.07
Cheyenne 1.95
Clark 1.99
Clay. 1.99
Cloud 1.99
Coffey 2.04
Comanche. 1.99
Cowley 2.00
Crawford 2.07
Decatur 1.97
Dickinson 1.99
Doniphan 2.05
Douglas 207
Edwards 1.98
Elk 201
Ellis 1.97
Ellsworth 1.98
Pinney 1.98
Ford 1.99
Franklin 2.06
Geary 2.01
Gove 1.96
Graham 1.96
Grant L99
Gray. 199
Greeley 197
Greenwood h 2,02
Hamilton 1.98
Harper 1.99
Harvey 1.99
Haskell 1.99
Hod 1.98
Jackson. 2.05
Jefferson 207
Jewell 1.98
Johnson 2.08
Kearny 1.98
Kingman 1.99
Kiowa 1.98
Labette 2,03
Lane 1.97
Leavenworth 2.08
Lincoln 1.98
Linn 207
Logan 1.96
Lyon 2.03
McPherson 1.99
Marion 1.99
Marshall 203
Meade 2.00
Miami 2.07
Mitchell 1.98
Montgomery 2,02
orris 2,01
Morton 2.00
Nemaha 204
Neosho 2,05
Ness 1.97
Norton 1.98
Osage 2.04
Osborne 1.97
Ottawa, 1.99
Pawnee 1.98
Phillips 1.98
Pottawatomie 2,04
Pratt 1.98
Rawlins .. 1.96
Reno 1.98
Republic 2,00
Rice 1.98
Rliley 2,03
Rooks. 1.97
Rush 1.97
Russell 197
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1978 Cror CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County

KeNTUCKY

All Other Counties

Weighted Avg. for State ........ PRSI .

LOUISIANA
All Counties.

Marne

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAR

Grand Tr

Gratiot

Rate per
Bushel

2.23

217

2.23

200

00 e 1 9 B0 89 £ 1 3 1t 14
3288338883388

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 Cropr CorN LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProcrAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
Bushel
‘Hillsdale 2.03
‘Hough 1.98
Huron 1.98
Ingham 2.00
Ionia 1.99
Josco. 1.9¢9
Iron 1.98
Isabella 1.97
Jackson 201
Kal 2.01
Kalkaska 2.00
Kent 1.98
K 1.68
Lake 1.99
Lapeer 2.00
Leelanau 2.00
Lenawee 2.04
Livingston 2.01
Luce 1.98
Mackinac. 1.98
Macomb. 2.01
Manistee 1.99
Marquette 1.08
M 1.99
Mecosta 1.97
M i 1.98
Midland 1.97
Missaukee 1.99
Mornroe 2,05
Montcalm 1.97
Montmorency 2.00
Musk 1.99
Newaygo. 1.98
Oakland 2.01
O 1.99
O 1.99
On gon 1.98
O ] 1.98
Oscod 2,00
Otsego 2.00
Ottawa 1.99
Presque lsle 2.00
R mon 1.99
Baginaw 1.97
St. Clair 2.00
St. Joseph 202
Sanil 1.98
Schoolcraft 1.98
Shi 1.99
Tuscol 1.97
Van Buren 201
hienaw 2.02
Wayne 2.03
Wexford 1.9
Weighted Avg. 10T SLAte ....coveecssiiisessisine 2.00
MINNESOTA

Aftkin, 191
Anoka 191
Becker 1.89
Beltrami 1.89
Bent 1.91
Big Stone 1.86
Blue Earth 1.90
Brown 1.89
Carlton 1.01
Carver 1.01
Cass 1.89
Chi 1,89
Chi 191
Clay. 1.89
ter 1.89

Cook 1.91
Cottonwood 1.87
Crow Wing 1.90
Dakota 1.91
Dodge 1.91
Douglas 1.90
Faribault 1.89
Fillmore 1.93
Freeborn 1.90
Goodh 1.91
Grant 1.89
Hennepin 1.91
Houston 1.83
Hubbard 1.89
Isanti 191
Itasca 1.91
Jack 1.88

1978 Cror CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGrAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per

Bushel
Knabec 1.91
Kandiyohi 1.90
Kittson 1.89
Koochiching 1.91
Lac Qui Parle 1.86
Lake 1.91
Lake of the Woods... 1.89
Le Sueur 1.91
Lincol 1.85
Lyon 1.86
McLeod 191
Mah 1.89
Marshall 1.89
Martin 1.88
Meek 181
Mille Lacs 1.91
Morrison 1.90
1.92
Murray 1.87
Nicollet 1.90
Nobles . 1.88
Norman 1.89
Olmsted 192
Otter Tail 1.89
Pennington 1.89
Pine 1.91
Pipestone 1.87
Polk 1.89
Pope 1.89
Ramsey. 1.91
Red Lake 1.89
Red d 1.88
Renville 1.90
ce 1.91
Rock 1.88
Roseau 1.89
St. Louis 1.91
Scott 1.91
Sherburne 1.91
Sibley. 1.91
1.80
Steele 1.90
Stev 1.88
Swift 1.88
Todd 1.90
Traverse 1.86
Wabasha 1.91
Wadena 1.90
Waseca 1.90
Washington 1.91
Watonwan 1.88
wilkin 1.88
Winona 1.82
Wright 1.91
Yellow Medicine 1.87
Weighted Avg. for State ... 1.90

M1sSISSYPPI
All Counties. 2.13
MI5SOURL

Adair 2,03
Andrew 207
Atchison 204
Audrain 2.05
Barry 210
Barton 2.06
Bates 201
Benton 2,0?'
Bollinger 2.07
Boone 204
Buchanan 2.08
Butler 2,08
Caldwell gg’;
e -
Cape Girardeau 207
Carroll 2-3’;

Carte: 2!
Cass : 208
Cedar g 201
Chariton 2.06
Christian 2.10
Clark u 2.02
Clay 5 Zx

Clinton : 2.
Cole 205
Cooper 3%
Crawiord b 201
Dade 2.07
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1978 Crop CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProOGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County

Dallas.

Daviess

De Kalb

Dent

Douglas

Dunklin

Franklin

Gasconade

Gentry

Greene,

Grundy

Harrison

Henry

Hickory

Holt

Howard

Howell

Iron

Jackson

Jasper

Jefferson

Johnson

Knox

Laclede

Lafayette

Lawrence

Lewis

Lincoln

Linn

Livingston

McDonald

Macon

Madison

Maries

Marion

Mercer

Miller

Mississippi

Moniteau

Monroe

Montgomery.

Morgan

New Madrid

Newton

Nodaway

Oregon

Osage

Ozark

Pemiscot

Perry.

Pettls s

Phelps

Pike

Platte

Polk

Pulask|

Putnam

Ralis

Randolph

Ray

Reynolds

Ripley.

St. Charles

St., Clair

St. Francois

Ste. Genevieve

St Louis

Saline

Schuyler,

Seotland

Seott

Shannon.

Shelby

Stoddard

Stone ......

Suilivan

Taney ...

Texas...

Vernon.,

Warren.

Washington

ayne,

Webster

Worth,,.

Wright,

Weighted Avg., for State ..o,

MonTaNa
All Counties 3

Rate per
Bushel

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 Crop CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County

NEBRASKA
Adams,

Antel

Arthur

Banner.

Plai

Boone

Box Butte

Boyd.

Brown

Buffalo

Burt

Butler

Cass

Cedar

Chase

Cherry
Chey

Clay.
Colfax

Cumi

Custer

Dakota

Dawes
D

Deuel

Dixon

Dodge

Douglas

Dundy.

Fillmore

Franklin

Frontier.
Furnas

Gage

Garden

Garfield

Gosper
Grant....

Greeley

Hall
Hamilton

Harlan

Hayes

Hitcheock

Holt

Hook

Howard

Jefferson

Kearney

Keith

Keya Paha

Kimball

Knox

Lancaster
Lincoln

Logan

Loup

McPherson

Madis

Merrick

Morrill

Nemaha

Nuckoll

Otoe

S
Scotts Bluff

Seward

Sheridan

Sherman

Sioux

Stanton

Thayer

Thomas

Thurston

Valley

Rate per
Bushel

2.02

Bt et

SEbhakbblihiakbal

0900 1t bt bt g

139 1t 1 4t
R2888

8888228282888 322388283283828823:8
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1978 Cror CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PrOGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
Bushel
Washington 201
Wayne 1.96
Webst 1.96
Wheeler. 1.95
York 197
Weighted Avg. for State ......... bipipvioboe 1.96
Nevana
All Counties. .21
New HAMPSHIRE
All Countles 223
New JERSEY
All Counties. -2.19
New Mexico
Curry 2.10
Hardin 2.10
Lea 2.10
Quay 210
Roosevelt 2,10
Union 2.10
All Other Counties 217
Weighted Avg. for State .... - 2
New YORK
All Counties 2.18
NORTH CAROLINA
All Counties. 216
NorTH DaxoTA
All Counties. 1.92
Onro
Adams 207
Allen 2.04
Ashland 207
Ashtabula 214
Athens 2.10
Auglaize 203
Bel t 212
Brown 207
Butler 204
Carroll i
Champaign 2.03
Clark 203
Clermont 2.06
Clinton 2.05
Columbiana 214
Coshocton 2.08
Crawford 2.05
Cuyahoga 210
Darke 2.02
Defiance 2.03
Delaware 2.04
Erie 2.08
Fairfield 206
Fayette 2,04
Pranklin 2.03
Fulton 2.05
Gallia 208
Geauga 212
Gri 2.03
Guernsey 2.10
Hamilton 2.05
H kK 2,05
Hardin 204
Harriso 212
Henry 2.05
Highland 2,05
Hocking 2.07
Hol 208
Huron 208
Jack 2.07
Jefferson 213
Knox 205
Lake 212
Lawrence 2.08
Licking 2.056
Logan 2,04
Lorain 2.07
Lucas. 2.07
Madison 2.03
Mahoning 214
Marion 2.05
Medina 2.09
Meigs 209
Mercer 202
Miami 2.03
Monroe 213
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1978 CroP CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
Bushel
Montgomery 2.03
Morgan 2.10
Morrow 2,05
Muski 208
Noble 211
Otlawa 2,07
Pauiding 2.03
Perry 2.08
Pickaway 2,04
Pike 2,06
Portage 212
Preble 2.03
Putnam 2.04
Richland 2.05
Ross 2.05
Sandusky 2.05
Scloto 2.07
Seneca 2.05
Shelby 2.03
Stark 211
Summit 2.10
Trumbull zJ‘
Tuscarawas 2.10
Union -~ 204
Van Wert 2.03
Vinton 2.07
Warren 2.05
Washington 212
Wayne 2.09
Williams 2.04
Wood 2.05
Wyandot 2.05
Weighted Avg, fOr State ... . 2,05
OKLAHOMA
Beaver 2.05
Beckham 2.09
Cimarron 2.04
Ellis 207
Harmon 2.09
Harper 2.05
Roger Mills 2,09
Texas 2.04
All Other Counties. 211
Weighted Avg. for State..... 2.05
ORrecoN
All Counties, 217
PENNSYLVANIA
All Counties 218
RHODE ISLAND
All Counties 2.23
SouTH CAROLINA
All Counties 2,16
SouTH DAKOTA
Aurora 1.85
Beadle 1.85
Bennett 1.92
Bon Homme 1.89
Brookings 1.85
Brown 185
Brule 1.85
Buffalo 1.85
Butte 1.91
Campbell 1.87
Charles Mix 1.87
Clark 1.85
Clay 1.92
Codington 1.85
Corson 1.89
Custer 1.85
Davison 1.86
Day 1.85
Deuel 1.86
Dewey 1.89
Douglas 1.86
Edmunds 1.86
Fall River 1.98
Faulk 1.86
Grant 1.85
Gregory 1.87
Haakon 1.89
Hamlin 1.85
Hand 1.85
Hanson 1.86
Harding 1.91
Hughes 1.87

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 Cror CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProOGRAM SupPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
Bushel

Hutchinson 1.88
Hyde 1.86
Jackson 1.80
Jerauld 1.85
Jones 1.89
Kingsbury 1.85
Lake 1.87
Lawrence 1.91
Lincoln 1.0
Lyman 1.87
MeCook 1.87
McPherson 1.86
Marshall 1.85
Meade 1.80
Mellette 1.89
Miner 1.86
Minnehaha 1.88
Moody. 1.87

'ennington 1.92

erking 1.89
Potter 188
Robert. 1.85
Sanborn 1.86
Shannon 1.95
Spink 1.85
Stanley 1.89
Sully 1.87
Todd 1.80
Tripp. 1.88
Turner 1.89
Union 1.92
Walworth 1.87
Washabaugh 1.90
Yankton 1.90
Ziebach 1.90
Weighted Avg. for State ... 1.88

TENNESSEE
All Counties. 2.12
TEXAS
Armstrong 3 2.06
Baliley 206
Briscoe 2.06
Carson 206
Castro 2.08
Childress 207
Cochran 2.08
Collingsworth 2.07
Cottle 2.08
Crosby 2.08
Dallam 2.06
Deaf Smith 2.06
Dickens 2.08
Donley 2.07
Floyd 2.06
Gray 2.06
Hale 2.06
Hall 2,07
Hansford 2.06
Hartley 2,06
Hemphill 2.06
Hockley 2,08
Hutchinson 2.06
King 2.08
Lamb 2.06
Lipscomb 2.06
Lubbock 2.08
Moore 206
Motley 2.08
Ochiltree 2.08
Oldham 206
Parmer 2.06
Potter 2.06
Randall 2.08
Roberts 2,08
Sherman 2.08
Swisher 2.08
Wheeler 207
All Other Counties 2.13
Weighted Avg. for State .... 207
Uran
All Counties, 2.20
VERMONT
All Counties 2.23
VIRGINIA

All Counties. 217

1978 Crop CORN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
Bushel
WASHINGTON
All Counties 2.15
WesT VIRGINIA
All Counties, 2.16
‘WISCONSIN

Adams. 1.96
Ashland 1.96
Barron 1.94
Bayfield 1.93
Brown 1.98
Buffalo 1,93
Burnett 1.92
Calumet. 1.98
Chippewa 1.94
Clark 1.96
Columbi 2.00
Crawford 1.96
Dane 2.02
Dodge 2.02
Door 1,99
Douglas 1.91
Dunn 1.94
Eau Claire 1.94
Florence 1.98
Fond du Lac 2,00
Forest 1.98
Grant 1.98
Green 2,02
Green Lake 2.00
Towa 2,02
Iron 1.97
Jackson 1.84
Jefferson 2,03
J 1.96
Kenosha 2.05
Kewaunee 1.99
La Crosse 1.93
Lafayette 2.01
Langlade 1.88
Lincoln 1.97
Manitowoc 1.99
Marathon 197
Marinette 1.98
Marquette 1.98
Menominee 1.98
Milwaukee 2,03
Monroe 1.94
Oconto 1.98
Oneida 1.98
Out i 1.97
Ozaukee o 2,01
Pepin 1.93
Pierce. 1.93
Polk 1.82
Portage 197
Price. 1.96
Racine 2.06
Richland 1.99
Rock 2.03
Rusk 1.95
St. Croix 1.93
Sauk 1.99
Sawyer 1.95
Shawano 1.98
Sheboygan 1.99
Taylor 1.96
Trempealeau 193
Vernon 1.94
Vilas 1.98
Walworth 2.04
Washburn 1.94
Washington 2,02
Waukesha 2,03
W 1.98
Waushara 1.98

innebag 1.98
Wood 1.96
Weighted AVE. 10T SLALE .uuvuussmumssmsssmssissrisss 1.99

WyoMInG

ol
=3
=

All Counties,

(b) Premiums and discounts. The
basic loan and purchase rates shall be
adjusted as applicable by premiums
and discounts as follows:
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Premiums Cents per
bushel
(i) Moisture (pereent):
14.6 through I5.0 ...t +1
14.5 or less +2
(ii) Broken corn and foreign material
(percent):
2.0 or less : +2

Premiums do not apply to sample
grade corn.

Discounts Cents per

bushel

(1) Class—miXed COM ...vvcrrernrrssssssnrsarssssssasase -2
(ii) Test weight per bushel, pounds:

53.0 through 5§3.9..

52,0 through 52.9.

51.0 through §1.9.

50.0 through 50.

49.0 through 49.9.
(iii) Total damage (percent):

5.1 through 6.0.......... -1

6.1 EhrOURIDTH | i sesmirssbpbunies -2
(iv) Heat damage (percent):

31 LHPONRRL B0 e sriiiisessiintanarsssssasommics -1
(v) Broken corn and foreign material

(percent):

3.1 1hrough 4.0 iciisivismsisisrssss -2
(vi) Weed control laws:

Where required by § 1421.15....ccvecvveen

-1
-2
-4
-6
-9

-10

(¢) Otker. Corn with quality factors
exceeding limits shown in foregoing
schedule or corn that (1) contains in
excess of 15.5 percent moisture, (2) is
weevily, (3) is musty, (4) is sour, shall
not be eligible for loan. In the event
quantities of corn exceeding limits
shown are delivered in satisfaction of
loan obligations, such quantities will
be discounted on the basis of the
schedule of discounts as provided by
the Kansas City Commodity Office for
settlement purposes. Such discounts
will be established not later than the
time delivery of corn te CCC begins
and will thereafter be adjusted from
time to time as CCC determines appro-
priate to reflect changes in market
conditions. Producers may obtain
schedules of such factors and dis-
counts at county ASCS offices ap-
proximately one month prior to the
loan maturity date.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Jan-
uary 9, 1979.
STEWART N. SMITH,
Acting Executive Vice President,
E,‘_ommodity Credit Corpora-
ion,

[FR Doc. 79-1648 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[3410-05-M]

(CCC Grain Price Support Regulations,
1978 Crop Rye Supplement]

PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY
HANDLED COMMODITIES -
Subpart—1978 Crop Rye Loan and
Purchase Program

AGENCY: Commeodity Credit Corpo-
ration, Department of Agriculture.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule
is to set forth the: (1) Final loan and
purchase availability dates, (2) maturi-
ty dates, and (3) loan and purchase
rates and premiums and discounts
under which the Commodity Credit
Corporation (CCC) will extend price
support on 1978-crop rye. This rule is
needed in order to provide a price sup-
port program for rye. This rule will
enable eligible rye producers to obtain
loans and purchases on their eligible
1978-crop rye.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 18, 1979.

ADDRESS: Price Support and Loan
Division, ASCS, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, 3732 South Building, P.O.
Box 2415, Washington, D. C. 20013.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: ;

Merle Strawderman, ASCS, (202)
447-7973.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A notice of proposed rulemaking was
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER On
December 21, 1977, 42 FR 56751 stat-
ing that the Department of Agricul-
ture proposed to make determinations
and issue regulations relative to a loan
and purchase program for the 1978
crop of feed grains including rye. Such
determinations included determining
loan and purchase rates and other re-
lated program provisions. No recom-
mendations were received concerning
the loan and purchase program for
rye. After considering applicable fac-
tors, it has been determined that the
loan and purchase rates for 1978 crop
rye on a national average will be $1.70
per bushel.

Producers who wish to secure loans
can do so by contacting their local Ag-
ricultural Stabilization and Conserva-
tion Service Office or Agricultural
Service Center.

FinaL RULE

Since storage can now be deducted,
the General Regulations Governing
Price Support for 1978 and Subse-
quent Crops, and any amendments
thereto and the 1978 and Subsequent
Crops Rye Loan and Purchase Regula-
tions, and any amendments thereto in
this Part 1421 are further supplement-
ed for the 1978 crop of rye. According-
ly, the regulations in 7 CFR’s 1421.350
and the title of the subpart are revised
to read as provided below effective as
the 1978 crop of rye. The material pre-
viously appearing in these sections
shall remain in full force and effect as
to the crops to which it is applicable,

Subpart—1978 Crop Rye Loan and Purchase
Program

Sec.
1421.350 Purpose.

3691

1421.351 Availability.

1421.352 Maturity of loans.

1421.353 Warehouse charges,

1421.354 Loans and purchase rates, premi-
ums and discounts,

AvuTHORITY: Secs. 4 and 5, 62 Stat, 100, as
amended (15 U.8.C. 714b and c¢); Secs. 105 A,
401, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1444
¢, 1421).

§ 1421.350 Purpose.

This supplement contains additional
program provisions which together
with the provisions of the General
Regulations Governing Price Support
for the 1978 and Subsequent Crops,
the 1978 and Subsequent Crops Rye
Loan and Purchase Program regula-
tions, and any amendments thereto,
apply to loans on and purchase of the
1978 crop of rye.

§ 1421.351 Availability.

(a) Loans. Producers desiring to par-
ticipate in the program through loans
must request a loan on their 1978 crop
of eligible rye on or before March 31,
1979.

(b) Purchases. A producer desiring to
offer eligible 1978 crop rye not under
loan for purchase must execute and
deliver to the county ASCS office on
or before March 31, 1979, a Purchase
Agreement (Form CCC-614) indicating
the approximate quantity of 1978 crop
rye they will sell to CCC.

§ 1421.352 Maturity of loans.

Loans mature on demand but not
later than the last day of the ninth
calendar month following the month
the loan is disbursed.

§ 1421.353 Warehouse charges.

If storage is not provided for
through loan maturity the county
office shall deduct storage charges at
the daily storage rate for the storage
warehouse times the number of days
from the date the commodity was re-
ceived or date through which storage
has been provided for to the maturity
date.

§1421.354 Loan and purchase rates, pre-
miums, and discounts.

(a) Basic loan and purchase rates.
Basic county rates per bushel for loan
and settlement purposes for rye are es-
tablished for rye grading U.S. No. 2 or
better, or U.S. No. 3 on the factor of
test weight only and are as follows:

1978 CroP RYE LOAN AND PURCHASE PROGRAM

SUPPLEMENT
1978 Crop Rye Loan and Purchase Rales
Counly Rate per
Bushel
ALABAMA
All Counties. $1.80
ARIZONA
All Counties. 197
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1978 CroP RYE LOAN AND PURCHASE PROGRAM

SvuppLEMENT—Continued
County Rate per
Bushel
ARKANSAS
All Counties 1.74
CALIFORNIA
Alameda 1.84
Los Angel 1.94
Sacramento 1.94
8an Diego 1.94
San Francisco. 1.94
San J in 1.94
All Other Counties 1.81
Weighted Avg. fOr SLAle ....c.cvviriessenssnrirns 1.81
CorLorano
All Counties. 1.63
CoNnNECTICUT
All Counties 1.78
DELAWARE
All Counties, 1.83
FLORIDA
All Counties, 1.87
GEORGIA
All Counties. 1.87
Inaso
All Counties 1.72
ILLINOIS
Cook 1.81
St. Clair 1.81
All Other Counties 175
Weighted Avg. for State 195
INDIANA
All Counties. 1.73
fowa
Pottawattamie 1.72
Woodbury 1.72
All Other Counties 1.68
Weighted Avg. for SLALe .....cccirivrrnsirmnmnes 1.68
Kaxsas
Wyandotte 172
All Other Counties 1.62
Weighted Avg. for SLAe ... 1.62
KenNTUCKY
All Counties 1.80
LOULISIANA
East Baton ROURE ...ccmiimesmsassisnsossnsorsas 1.96
Jefferson 1.96
Orleans 1.96
8t. Charles 1.96
West Baton Rouge....... 1.96
All Other Countles.... L7
Weighted Avg. for State ,, 1.97
MAINE
All Counties. 1.78
MARYLAND
Baltimore 1.94
All Other Countles 1.83
Weighted Avg. for State ........mieernen 1.83
MASSACHUSETTS
All Counties 178
MiCHIGAN
All Counties 1.65
MINNESOTA
Hennepin 1.74
8t. Louis 1.74
All Other Countles 1.68
Welghted Avg. for State ... .. 1.68
Mississirer
All Counties. 1.82
MIsSSoUR:
8t. Louis 1.85
All Other Counties 1.72
Weighted Avg. for State 172
MONTANA
All Counties 1.53
NEBRASKA
All Countles 1.62
NEVADA
All Counties 1.87

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 Cror RYE LOAN AND PURCHASE PROGRAM

SuprpLEMENT—Continued
County Ralte per
Bushel
New HAMPSHIRE

All Counties. 1.78

NEwW JERSEY
All Countlies. 1.80

Nrw MEXICO
All Countles. 1.87

New YORK

Albany 1.94
New York City 1.94
All Other Counties 1.78
Weighted Avg. for sm.w 1.78

NORTH CAROLINA
All Counties 1.87

NorTH DAROTA

All Counties. 1.58
Onro
All Counties. 1.73
OKLAHOMA
All Counties. 1.70
; OREGON
Clatsop 1.95
Multnomah 1.95
All Other Counties 1.82
Weighted Avg. fOr SUALE ..ottt 1.82
PENNSYLVANIA

Philadelphis 1
All Other Counties. 1.
Weighted Avg. fOr Stale ...ciimiimans 1

RHODE ISLAND

All Counties 1.78
SouTH CAROLINA
Charleston 1.94
All Other Counties 1.85
Weighted Avg. for State 1.85
Sours DAKOTA
All Counties. 1.62
TENNESSEE
Shelby 1.87
All Other Counties 1.82
Weighted Avg. for SLate ........crrerecesenserens 1.82
TEXAS
Galveston 2 1.96
Harris 1.96
Jefferson 1.96
Nueces 1.96
San Patricio. 1.96
All Other Counties. 1.75
Weighted Avg. for State ... L75
Urax
All Counties 1.62
VErMONT
All Countles 1.78
VIRGINIA
Chesapeake (Norfolk).. 1.4
All Other Countles 1.83
Welghted AVE. fOr SLALE ...oovvmrrisrmricssssssnts 1.83
WASHINGTON
Clark 1.96
Cowlitz 1.95
King 1.95
Plerce 1,95
All Other Counties 1.82
Weighted Avg. for State 1.82
WEeST VIRGINIA
All Counties. 1.80
WISCONSIN
Douglas 1.74
Milwaukee 1,82
All Other Counties 1.73
Weighted Avg. fOr SLate ...t 1.73
WyoMING
All Countles 1.62

(b) Schedule of Premiums and Dis-
counts for 1978—Crop Rye:

1. Premiums: Rye, grading U.S. No.
1, +2

2. Discounts:

a. Rye, grading U.S. No. 3 on account
of test weight, —2.

b. Rye, grading U.S. No. 3 on ac-
count of “thin” rye: 15.1-17.0% thins,
-3; 17.1-19.0% thins, —5; 19.1-21.0%
thins, —7; 21.1-23.0% thins, —9; 23.1-
25.0% thins, —11.

¢. Rye, grading U.S. No. 3 for factors
other than test weight or % of thins,
-5

d. Weed control discount (where re-
quired by § 1421.24), —10.

(c) Other. Rye with quality factors
exceeding limits shown in foregoing
schedule or rye that (1) contains in
excess of 14 percent moisture, (2) is
weevily, (3) is musty, (4) sour, shall
not be eligible for loan. In the event
guantities of rye exceeding limits
shown are delivered in satisfaction of
loan obligations, such gquantities will
be discounted on the basis of the
schedule of discounts as provided by
the Kansas City Commodity Office for
settlement purposes. Such discounts
will be established not later than the
time délivery of rye to CCC begins and
will thereafter be adjusted from time
to time as CCC determines appropri-
ate to reflect changes in market condi-
tions. Producers may obtain schedules
of such factors and discounts at
county ASCS offices approximately
one month prior to the loan maturity
date.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Jan-
uary 9, 1979.

STEWART N. SMITH,
Acting Executive Vice President,
Commodity Credit Corporation.
[FR Doc, 79-1646 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 a.m.]

_—

[3410-05-M]

{CCC Grain Price Support Regulations,
1978 Crop Sorghum Supplement]

PART 1421 —GRAINS AND SIMILARLY
HANDLED COMMODITIES

Subpart—1978 Crop Sorghum Loan
and Purchase Program

AGENCY: Commodity Credit Corpo-
ration, Department of Agriculture.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule
is to set forth the: (1) Final loan and
purchase availability dates, (2) maturi-
ty dates, and (3) loan and purchase
rates and premiums and discounts
under which Commodity Credit Cor-
poration (CCC) will extend price sup-
port on 1978 crop sorghum. This rule
is needed in order to provide a price
support program for sorghum. This
rule will enable eligible sorghum pro-
ducers to obtain loans and purchases
on their eligible 1978 crop sorghum.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 18, 1979.
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ADDRESS: Price Support and Loan
Division, ASCS, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, 3732 South Building, P.O.
Box 2415, Washington, D.C. 20013.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Merle Strawderman,
447-7973.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A notice of proposed rulemaking was
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER On
December 21, 1977, 42 FR 56751 stat-
ing that the Department of Agricul-
ture proposed to make determinations
and issue regulations relative to a loan
and purchase program for the 1978
crop of feed grains including sorghum.
Such determinations included deter-
mining loan and purchase rates and
other related program provisions.
Twelve recommendations were re-
ceived: 6 dealing with loan rates, and 6
pertaining to target prices. After con-
sidering applicable factors, it has been
determined that the loan and pur-
chase rates for 1978 crop sorghum a
national average will be $3.39 per hun-
dredweight.

Producers who wish to secure loans
can do so by contacting their local Ag-
ricultural Stabilization and Conserva-
tion Service Office or Agricultural
Service Center.

FINAL RULE

The General Regulations Governing
Price Support for 1978 and Subse-
quent Crops, and any amendments
thereto and the 1978 and Subsequent
Crops Sorghum Loan and Purchase
Regulations, and any amendments
thereto in this Part 1421 are further
supplemented for the 1978 and subse-
quent crops of sorghum. Accordingly,
the regulations in 7 CFR §1421.235
through 1421.237 and the title of the
subpart are revised to read as provided
below, effective as to the 1978 crop of
sorghum. The material previously ap-
pearing in these sections shall remain
in full force and effect as to the crops
to which it is applicable.

Subpart—1978 Crop Sorghum Loan and
Purchase Program

ASCS, (202)

Sec,
1421.235

Availability.
1421.236

Maturity of loans.
1421.237 Warehouse charges.

1421.238 Loans and purchase rates and dis-
counts,

AutHoRITY: Secs. 4 and 5, 62 Stat. 1070, as
amended (15 U.S.C. 7T14b and ¢); Secs, 1054,

401, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended (7 U.S.C,
1444c, 1421),

§1421.235 Availability,

(a) Loans. Producers desiring to par-
ticipate in the program through loans
must request a loan on their 1978 crop
gi ellégzig)le sorghum on or before May

(b) Purchases. A producer desiring to

RULES AND REGULATIONS

offer eligible 1978 crop sorghum not
under loan for purchase must execute
and deliver to the county ASCS office
on or before May 31, 1979, a Purchase
Agreement (Form CCC-614) indicating
the approximate quantity of 1978 crop
sorghum he will sell to CCC.

§ 1421.236 Maturity of loans.

Loans mature on demand but not
later than the last day of the ninth
calendar month following the month
the loan is disbursed.

§1421,237 Warehouse charges.

If storage is not provided for
through loan maturity, the county
office shall deduct storage charges at
the daily storage rate for the storing
warehouse times the number of days
from the date the commodity was re-
ceived or date through which storage
has been provided for to the maturity
date.

§ 1421.238 Loans and purchase rates and
discounts.

(a) Basic rates (counties). Basic
county rates for loan and settlement
purposes for sorghum grading U.S. No.
2 or better are established as follows:

1978 CroP SORGHUM LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT

1978 Crop Sorghum Loan and Purchase

Basic County Loan and Purchase Rates for
Sorghum No. 2 or Better

Rate per
County Cuwt.
Avamama
All Counties. $3.37
ARIZONA
Apache 3.36
Cochise 3.58
Coconino 3.36
Gila 3.36
Graham 3.40
Greenlee. 3.36
Maricopa 3.72
Mohave. 3.84
Navajo 3.36
Pima 3.64
Pinal 312
Santa Cruz 3.61
Yavapal 3.36
Yuma 3.7
Welghted Avg. for State ... 3.59
ARKANSAS
Arkansas 347
Ashley 3.43
Baxter 3.35
Benton 3.28
Boone. 3.31
Bradley 341
Calhoun 3.40
Carroll 3.28
Chicot 3.43
Clark 3.36
Clay. 3.49
Cleburne 3.42
Cleveland 3.43
Columbia 3.39
Conway. 3.38
Craighead 3.50
Crawford 3.33
Crittenden 3.51
Cross 3.50
Dallas 3.39
Desha 3.45
Drew 343
Faulkner 341
Pranklin 3.33
Fulton 3.40
Garland 3.35
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1978 Cror SORGHUM LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

Rate per
County Cwt.,
: Arxansas—Continued
Grant 3.38
Greene 349
Hempstead 337
Hot Spring 3.36
Howard 3.34
Independence 3.42
Izard 3.38
Jackson 347
Jefferson 3.43
Johnson 3.33
Lafayette 3.39
Lawrence 347
Lee 3.50
Lincoln 3.44
Little River 3.36
Logan 3.33
Lonoke. 3.45
Madison 3.29
Marion 3.32
Miller 3.38
Mississippi 3.51
Monroe 3.49
Montgomery 3.33
Nevada 337
Newton 3.32
Quachita 3.38
Perry. 3.36
Phillips 3.50
Pike 3.35
Poinsett 3.50
Polk 3.33
Pope 3.35
Prairie 347
Pulaski 3.43
Randolph 3.46
St. Francis 3.50
4 Saline 3.37
Scott 3.33
Searcy 3.34
Sebastian 3.33
Sevier 3.34
Sharp 3.42
Stone 3.38
Union 3.39
Van Buren 3.39
Washington 3.29
White 3.45
Woodruff 348
Yell 3.35
Weighted Avg. 10r STALE ....vuvmurmireriessserine 3.46
CALIFORNIA
Al d 3.86
Amador. 3.85
Butte. 3.75
Calaveras 3.85
Colusa 379
Contra Costa 3.86
El Dorado. 8.84
Fresno 3.78
Glenn 3.786
Humboldt 3.50
Imperial 381
Inyo 3.57
Kern 3.82
Kings KA
Lake 3.69
Lassen 354
Los Angeles 3.86
Madera 3.81
Marin 3.82
Mariposa 3.81
Mendocino 3.61
Merced 3.82
Modoc 3.53
Monterey 3.73
Napa 3.80
Orange, 3.86
Placer 3.79
Pl 3,61
Riverside 3.81
Sacramento 3.86
San Benito 3.79
San Bernardino 3.84
San Diego. 3.86
San Francisco 3.86
San Joaquin 3.86
San Luis Obispo 3.70
San Mateo. 3.85
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CaLrorNIA—Continued
Rate per
County Cwt.
Santa Barbara 3.73
Santa Clara 3.86
Sapta Cruz 3.78
Shasta. 356
Sierra 3.63
Siskiyou 3.52
Solano 3.85
Se 3.81
Stanisl 3.86
Sutter 3.79
Teh 3.74
Tulare 3.76
Tuelumne 3.81
Venturs 3.83
Yolo 3.79
Yuba 3.78
Weighted Avg. for State ..., . 3.80
COLORADO
Bacs 333
All Other. 3.28
Weighted Avg. for St .........cvvmssrmmrses 3.28
DELAWARE
All Counties 3.42
Frormoa
Al Counti 337
GEORGIA
All Counties. 342
Ioano
All Counties, 315
ILLINOIS
Alexander 3.42
Bend 3.34
Calhoun 3.30
Clay 3.34
Clinton 3.36
Edwards 3.36
Franklin 3.37
Gallatin 3.36
Hamilton 3.38
Hardin 3.39
Jack 3.39
Jefferson 3.36
Jarsey 3.30
Johnson 3.40
Lawrenoce 332
Madison 3.36
Marion 3.35
Massac 341
Monroe 338
Perry 337
3.40
Putaski 342
Randolph 3.37
Richiand 3.33
Saint Ciair 3.36
Saline 3.38
Union 341
Wabash 3.33
Washington 3.38
Wayne 3.36
White 3.36
Wil 3.39
All Other Counties 3.24
Weighted Avg, for State ... .31
INDIANA
All Counties. 3.20
Iowa
Adalr 3.27
Adams 3.28
Appanoose 3.23
Audub 3.25
Calhoun 3.20
Carroll 3.24
Cass 3.28
Clarke 3.24
Crawford 3.25
Decatur 3.25
Fr t 3.28
Greene 321
Guthrie 3.24
Harrison 3.21
Tda 3.22
Lucas. 3.23
Madl 3.25
Murion 3.20
Mills 3.28
Monons 3.26

Pottawattamie

Ringgold.

Sac.

Shelby

Taylor.

Union

‘Warren
Wayne

Woodbury

All Other Counties

Weighted Avg. (o7 STALe .......comiiermmssssions

Allen

Kansas

Anderson

Atchison

Barber

Barton

Bourboen

Brown

Butler

Chase

Chautauqua.

Cherokee.

Cheyenne

Clark

Clay,

Cloud

Colfey:
Ci

T,

Cowley

Cr
Decatur

Dickinson

Doniphan

Douglas

Edwards

Elk

Ellis

Ellsworth

Finney

¥ord

Franklin

Geary

Gove

Graham

Grant

Gray

Greeley

Greenwood

Hamilton

Harper
Harvey

Haskell

Hod

Jackson

Jefferson

Jewell

Johnson

Kearny

Kingman

Kiowa

Labette

Lane

Leavenworth

Lincoln

Mitehell

Montgomery

Morris

Morton

Nemsaha

Neosho

Norton

Osage
Osborne

Ottawa

Phillips

Pottawatomie
Pratt

Sh
Smith

Stafford.
"

Wab

Wallace

Washington

Wichita

Wilson

Wood:

Akt

Wy
Weighted Avg. for STALe ... ccrreenicanes -

All Counties

KenTUCKY

All Counties

Louisiaxa

All Counties

MARYLAND

_All Counties

MICHIGAN

All Counties.

MiNNESOTA

All Counties.

Mississirer

Adair

MISSOURE

Andrew

Atcht

PSRt

Barry

Barton

Bates

Bent
Bollinger

Boone.

Buchanan

Butier

Caldwell

Call v

A

C
Cape Girardeau
Carroll

Clinton

Cole

Cooper

Crawford

Dade.

Dallas.

Daviess

De Kalb

Dent

Douglas

Dunklin

Franklin

Gentry

Greene

Grundy

Harrison

Henry

Hickory

Holt

H, a2

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 44, NO. 13—THURSDAY, JANUARY 18, 1979




1978 CroP SORGHUM LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT —Continued
Missouri—Continued
Rate

County wa"
3.35
3.38
3.40
3.2
3.36
3.36
3.22
3.29
3.38
3.28
3.20
3.30
3.30
3.36

Howell
Iron
Jackson
Jasper
Jefferson
Johnson
Knox
Lacled
Lafayette
Lawrence
Lewis
Lincoln
Linn
Livingston
McDonald
Macon
Madison
Maries
Marion
Mercer
Miller
Mississippi
Moniteau
Monroe
Montgomery
Morgan
New Madrid
Newton
Nodaway
Oregon
Osage
Ozark
Pemiscot
Perry
Pettis
Phelps,
Pike.
Platte
Polk
Pulaski
Putnam
Ralis
Randolph
R

e
o
=3

5

©w
©

Bhbkbbbl

00 09 20 €0 69 69 00 B3 W W

o0 0w w
Nww g
qm.—g»o

Saint Charles
Saint Clair
Saint Francols

Sainte Genevieve
Saint Louis
Saline.
Schuyler
Scotland
Scott ....
8hannon
Shelby
Stoddard
Stone
Sullivan
Taney
Texas .,
Vernon......
Warren ,....
Washington
Wayne .

3.49
3.38
3.30
3.27
3.27
3.40
3.27
3.27
3.26
3.23
3.28
3.40
3.34
3.44
3.32
3.32
3.36
3.37
3.36

BRRERERERLREEKS

900 69 59 89 09 69 09 00 60 L0 LI W 8

RULES AND REGULATIONS -

1978 Cror SORGHUM LOAN ARD PURCHASE

PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued
Nesraska—Continued

County
Platte
Polk
Richardson
Saline.
Sarpy
s 3
Seward
Stanton
Thayer
Thurston
‘Washington
York
All Other Counties.
Weighted Avg. for State ....ccuiiviiniecaionan

NEVADA

s

All Counties.

New Mexico
Chaves
Curry
De Baca
Guadalupe
Harding
Hidalgo
Lea

337
3.34
3.34
3.36
3.40
3.37
3.40
3.37
3.37
3.33
3.32

Luna
Quay
Roosevelt
Union
All Other Counties

Weighted Avg. for State ........... S Esascoccisee

v NORTH CAROLINA
All Counties.

3.42

NorTr DAKOTA

All Counties. 3.14

Onio

All Counties 3.20

OKLAHOMA
Adair
Alfalfa
Atoka
Beaver
Beckham
Blaine

3.38
3.49
3.34
3.43

3.49
3.48
3.47
3.49
3.46
3.49
3.34
3.49
349
3.48
3.48
3.30
3.47
3.44
341
3.39
3.38
3.41
3.49
3.49
3.38
3.44
343
3.34
347
8.48
3.44
Jefferson 3.49
Johnston 3.49
3.38
3.44
347
348
3.417
3.48
345
3.49
3.49
3.47
347
3.39
3.50
3.41
3.49
347

Greer
Harmon
Harper
Haskell
Hughes

Kay
Kingfisher
Kiowa
Latimer.
Le Flore
Lincoln
Logan
Love
McClain
MeCurtain
Mcintosh
Major
Marshall
Mayes
Murray
Muskogee

3695

1978 CroP SORGHUM LOAN AND PURCHASE
PRrROGRAM SUPPLEMERT _Continued
Oxianoma—Continued

County
Noble
Nowata
Okfuskee
Oklahoma
Okmulgee.
Osage
Ottawa
Pawnee
Payne.
Pittsburg
Pontotoce.
Pottawatomie
Pushmataha
Roger Mills
Rogers
Seminole
Sequoyah
Stephens
Texas
Tillman
Tulsa
Wagoner
Washington
Washita
Woods
Woodward
Weighted Avg. for State ..........cconvees

OREGON

All Counties.

PENNSYLVANIA
All Counties

SouTH CAROLINA
All Counties.

Sovrs DAkOTA

Bon H
Clay
Hutchinson
Lineol

Turner
Union
Yankton
All Other Counties.

Weighted Avg. for State ............. ST

TENNESSEE

Shelby
All Other Counties.

Anderson
Andrews
Angelina
Aransas.
Archer
Armstrong
Atascosa
Austin
Balley
Bandera
Bastrop.
Baylor
Bee
Bell
Bexar
Blanco
Borden
Bosque
Bowie
Brazoria
Brazos
Brewster
Briscoe
Brooks
Brown
Burleson
Burnet
Caldwell
Calhoun
Callahan
Cameron.
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1978 Crop SORGHUM LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT —Continued

Trxas—Continued
Rate per
County Cwt.

Col n 3.46
Collin 3.49
Collingsworth 3.42
Colorad 3.63
Comal 3.56
C h 3.49
Conch 347
Cooke 3.49
Coryell 3.50
Cottle 3.43
Crane 3.35
Crockell 3.33
Crosby 3.40
Culberson 3.28
r\.ll. s'n
Dallas. 3.49
D 3.37
Deaf Smith 3.37
Delta 3.48
Denton 3.48
DeWitt 3.62
Dickens. 3.43
Di i 3.50
Doniey 3.38
Duval 3.64
Eastland 3.48
Ector 3.34
Edwards 347
Ellls 3.49
El Paso 3.28
Erath 3.49
Falls 3.55
Fannin 3.49
Fayette 3.58
Pisher 3.43
Floyd 3.39
Foard 343
Fort Bend 3.69
Franklin 341
Preestone 3.54
Prio 352
Gaines 337
Galveston 373
Garza 3.39
Gillespale 3.55
G 3 3.37
Goliad 3.68
Gonzales 3.58
Gray 3.38
Grayson 3.50
Gregg 3.48
Gri 3.65
Guadaiupe 3.56
Hale 3.37
Hall 3.41
Hamilton 3.49
Hansford 3.33
Har 343
Hardin 3.73
Harris 3.73
Harrison 347
Hartley 3.33
Haskell 3.45
Hays 3.50
Hemphill 3.36
Henderson 3.52
Hidalgo 3.70
Hil 3.50
Haockley 337
Hood 3.49
Hopkins 3.48
B‘\nol on ’ -5‘
Howard 3.37
Hud: h 3.29
Hunt 349
Hutehi 3.33
Irion 3.39
Jack 3.49
Jack 3.61
Jasper 3.63
Jeff Davis 3.29
Jeiferson 3.3
Jim Hogg 3.64
Jim Welis 370
Job 349
Jones 345
Kames 3.66
Kaulman 2.49
Kendall 3.57

3.67
Kent 343
Keax 3.56

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 Cror SorcHUM LoAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

Texas—Continued
Rate per
County Cwt.

Kimble 3.51
King 3.43
Kinney 3.49
Kleberg 3,70
Enox 345
. Lamar o2 3.48
Lamb 3.37
L 351
La Salle 3.53
Lavaca 3.59
Lee 3.58
Leon 3.56
Liberty 3.69
Li 3.54
Lig b 3.33
Live Oak 3.66
Liano 3.53
Loving. 3.34
Lubbock 3.37
Lynn 337
MeCulioch 347
McL 3.53
McMullen 3.57
Madi 3.60
Mari 347
Martin 337
M 3.51
Matagorda 3.67
M ick 3.43
Meadi 2.55
Menard 3.47
Midiand 336
Milam 3.57
Mills 3.49
Mitehell 3.40
Montague 3.49
Montg Y 3.70
Moore 333
Morris 3.4
Motley 3.41
N doch 354
Navarro 3.53
3.63

Nolan 3.43
Nueees 373
Oechillree 333
Okdham 387
Ors 3.69
Paio Pinto 3.49
Panola 3.53
Parker. 349
Parmer 337
Pecos 333
Polk 3.66
Potter 337
Presidio 3.28
Rains. 3.48
n il 3."
R 3.36
Real 3.54
Red River. 3.47
Reeves 3.35
Refuglo. 370
Roberts. 3.34
Rabertson 3.56
Rockwall 3.49
R it 3.44
Rusk 3.50
Sabine 3.58
San Augustine 3.58
San Jacinto. 3.64
San Patricio 373
San Saba 3.48
Schiejcher 3.40
Seurry 3.40
Shaekelford 3.46
Shelby 3.54
Sherman 3.33
Smith 3.50
Somervell 3.49
Starr 3.66
Steph & 3.48
Sterli 3.39
Stopewall 3.456
Sutton 3.45
Swisher. 337
TParrant, 3.49
Taylor 3.45
Terrell 3.33
Terry. 3.37
Throckmorton 3.48
Fllus 347

Texas—Continued
Rate per
County Cwt.
TFom Green 3.43
‘Fravis. 3.56
Trinity 3.62
Tyler 3.63
Upsh 347
nl_:tnn 3.34
Uyalde 3.54
Val Verde 3.44
Van Zandt 348
Victoria 3.65
Walker 3.65
Waller. 3.67
Ward 3.35
Washington 3.66°
Webb. 351
Wharton 3.65
Wheel 3.39
Wichita. 344
Wilbarger 3.44
Willacy 372
Williams 3.56
Wilson 3.61
Winkler 3.34
Wise 3.49
Wood 348
Yoakum 3.37
Young 348
Zapala 3.63
Zavala 3.48
Weighted Avg: for State ........ciuiimin 3.51
Uran
All Counties. 3.28
VIRGINIA
All Counties. 3.42
WASHINGTON
All Counties 3.30
Wisconsin
All Counties. 3.19
WyoMING
All Counties 3.20

(b) Discounts. The basic loan and
purchase rates shall be adjusted as ap-
plicable by discounts as follows:

Cents per bushel

1. Discounts apply per hundredweight-
test, weight, in pounds:

€1 52.9 to 52.0 ~1
¢iH 51.9 Lo 51.0. -2
2. Total damaged kernels, percent:
5.1 to 6.0 -2
i) 6.1 to 7.0 4
i) 7.1 to 8.0 -8
(iv) 8.1 to 9.0 -8
(v3 9.1 to 10.0 —-10
tvi) 10.1 to 11,0 -12
Cvil) 11.1 to 12.0 —14
Gviif) 12.1 to 13.0 ~16
(1x) 13.1 to 14.0 -18
€x) 14.1 to 15.0 -20
3. Heat d d & is, percent:
€¥0.51 to 1.00 -2
(i) 1.01 to 2.00 ~8
(i) 2.01 to 3.00 -10
4. Broken kernels, foreign material and
other grains, percent:
(1) 8.1 to 9.0 -2
(i) 9.1 to 10.0 : =4
CHD 10.1 to 11.0 -6
v) 11.1 Lo 12,0 - -8
(v) 12.1 to 13.0 -10
vy 13.1 to 14.0 -12

(vif) 14.1 to 15.0 -14

5. Weed control law (where required by
Iaw § 421.29)

~15

(¢) Other. Sorghum with quality fac-
tors exceeding limits shown in forego-
ing schedule or sorghum that (1) con-
tains in excess of 14 percent moisture,
(2) is weevily, (3) is musty, (4) sour,
shall not be eligible for loan. In the
event quantities of sorghum exceeding
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limits shown are delivered in satisfac-
tion of loan obligations, such guanti-
ties will be discounted on the basis of
the schedule of discounts as provided
by the Kansas City Commodity Office
for settlement purposes. Such dis-
counts will be established not later
than theé time delivery of sorghum to
CCC begins and will thereafter be ad-
justed from time to time as CCC deter-
mines appropriate to reflect changes
in market conditions. Producers may
obtain schedules of such factors and
discounts at county ASCS offices ap-
proximately one month prior to the
loan maturity date.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Jan-
uary 9, 1979.

STEWART N. SMITH,
Acting Executive Vice President,
Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion,
[FR Doc. 79-1645 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am)

[3410-05-M]

[CCC Grain Price Support Regulations,
1978 Crop Soybean Supplement]

PART 1421 —GRAINS AND SIMILARLY
HANDLED COMMODITIES

Subpart—1978 Crop Soybean Loan
and Purchase Program

AGVENCY: Commodity Credit Corpo-
ration, Department of Agriculture.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this rule
is to set forth the: (1) Final loan and
burchase availability dates, (2) maturi-
ly dates, and (3) loan and purchase
rates and premiums and discounts
under which Commodity Credit Cor-
boration (CCC) will extend price sup-
bort on 1978-crop soybeans. This rule
Is needed in order to provide a price
support program for soybeans. This
rule will enable eligible soybean pro-
ducers to obtain loans and purchases
on their eligible 1978-crop soybeans.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 18, 1979.

ADDRESS: Price Support and Loan
Dm.snon. ASCS, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, 3732 South Building, P.O.
Box 2415, Washington, D.C. 20013.

FOR  FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT;

Merle Strawderman, ASCS, (202)
447-7973.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A nolice of propesed rulemaking was
published in the FEpERAL REGISTER on
December 21, 1977, 42 FR 56751, stat-
Ing that the Department of Agricul-
}ure.proposod to make determinations
and issue regulations relative to a loan
and purchase program for the 1978
Crop of feed grains including soybeans.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Such determinations included deter-
mining loan and purchase rates and
other related program provisions.
Forty-one responses were received: 23
recommendations pertained to loan
rates, and 18 dealt with target prices.
It has been determined that loan and
purchase rates for 1978 crop soybeans
on a national average will be $4.50 per
bushel. The final availability date for
purchases will be changed to May 31,
1979, the same as for loans.

Producers who wish to secure loans
can do so by contacting their local Ag-
ricultural Stabilization and Conserva-
tion Service Office or Agricultural
Service Center.

FIiNnaL RULE

The General Regulations Governing
Price Support for 1978 and Subse-
quent Crops, and any amendments
thereto and the 1978 and Subsequent
Crops Soybean Loan and Purchase
Regulations, and any amendments
thereto in this Part 1421 are further

supplemented for the 1978 crop of soy-.

beans. Accordingly, the regulations in
7T CFR §1421.390 through §1421.392
and the title of the subpart are revised
to read as provided below, effective as
to the 1978 crop of soybeans. The ma-
terial previously appearing in these
sections shall remain in full force and
effect as to the crops to which it is ap-
plicable.

Subpart—1978 Crop Soybean Loan and
Purchase Program
Sec.
1421.390
1421.391

Availability.

Maturity of loans.

1421.392 Warehouse charges.

1421.393 ILoans and purchase rates, premi-
ums and discounts.

AvTHORITY: Secs. 4 and 5, 62 Stat. 1070, as
amended (15 U.S.C. T14b and c¢); secs. 201,
401, 63 Stat. 1051, as amended (7 U.S.C.
1446, 1421).

§ 1421.390  Availability.

(a) Loans. Producers desiring to par-
ticipate in the program through leans
must request a loan on their 1978 crop
of eligible soybeans on or before May
31, 1979.

(b) Purchasers. A producer desiring
to offer eligible 1978 crop soybeans
not under loan for purchase must ex-
ecute and deliver to the county ASCS
office on or before May 31, 1979, a
Purchase Agreement (Form CCC-614)
indicating the approximate quantity
of 1978 crop soybeans he will sell to
CCC:

§ 1421.391

Loans mature on demand but not
later than the last day of the ninth
calendar month following the month
the loan is disbursed,

Maturity of loans.

3697

§ 1421.392 Warehouse charges.

If storage is not provided for
through loan maturity, the county
office shall deduct storage charges at
the daily storage rate for the storing
warehouse times the number of days
from the date the commodity was re-
ceived or date through which storage
has been provided for to the maturity
date. :

§ 1421.393 Loans and purchase rates, pre-
miums and discounts.

County basic loan and purchase
rates for soybeans and the schedule of
premiums and discounts are contained
in this section. Farm stored loans will
be made at the basic rate for the
county where the soybeans are stored,
adjusted only for the weed control dis-
count where applicable. The rate for
warehouse stored loans shall be the
basic rate for the county where the
soybeans are stored, adjusted by the
premiums and discounts prescribed in
paragraph (b) and (c¢) of this section..
Notwithstanding § 1421.22(c), settle-
ment for soybeans delivered from
other than approved warehouse stor-
age, shall be based (1) on the basic
rate for the county in which the pro-
ducer’s customary delivery point is lo-
cated, and (2) on the quality and quan-
tity of the soybeans delivered as
shown on the warehouse receipts and
accompanying documents issued by an
approved warehouse to which delivery
is made, or if applicable; the quality
and quantity delivered as shown on a
form prescribed by CCC for this pur-
pose.

(a) Basic county rates. Basic county
rates for the classes Green or Yellow
Soybeans containing 12.8 to 13 percent
moisture and grading not lower than
US. No. 2 on the factors of test
weight, splits, and heat damage and
U.S. No.l1 on all other factors are as
follows:

1978 Cror SoYBEAN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT

1978 Crop Soybeans

County Rate per
5 bushel

ALABAMA

All Counties......... $4.47
ARIZONA

AL COUNLIOR G5, onoesssmmsesassoasotanserisisossesesspitosses 4.36
AHKANSAS

Arkansas...... 4.54

£ U SR R R A o (e ) 4.53

B REREGT: tesehiarrriitavrs i mirerortttssessesssns 449

Bénton 443

Boone . " 4.46

IBRIAEEEN :ou costoatsisiideoorases brtorsideatrbri vt rores i strs 4.53

Calhoun .... 4.51

Carroll 4.45

453

4.49

4.53

4.50

453

1.49

4.50

CRRIRNBAY -..o.ooor o cormrisormmreseosmseerm &
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1978 Cror SoYBEAN LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGRAM SurPLEMENT—Continued

County

Crawford

Crittend

Cross

Dallas,

Desha.

Drew

Faulkner

Franklin

Fulton

Garland

Grant

Greene

Hempstead

Hot Spring

Howard

Izard

Jefferson

Johnson

Lafayette

Lawrence

Lee

Lincoln

Littie River

Logan

Lonoke

Madison

Marion

Miller

Mississippl

Monroe

Montgomery

Nevada

Newton

Ouachita

Perry

Phillips

Pike

Poinsett

Polk

Pope

Pralrie

Pulaski

Randolph

St. Franecis

Saline

Scott

Searcy

Sebastian

Sevier

Sharp

Stone

Union

Van Buren

Washington

White

Woodruff

Yell

CALIPORNIA
All Counties

COLORADO
All Counties.

DELAWARE
All Counties.

FLORIDA
All Counties.

GEORGIA
All Counties.

ILLiNois
Adams.

Alexander

Bond

Boone

Brown

Bureau

Calhoun

Carroll

Cass

Champaign

Christian

Clark

Clay

Clinton

Coles

Rate per
bushel

446
4.54
4.54
4.51
4.53
4.53
451
4.47
4.50
4.49
451
4.53
4.46
4.50
445
4.50
4.50
4.52
4.52
4.48
448
4.52
4.54
4.53
4.46
4.47
4.53
4.45
4.48
446
4.5¢4
454
4.46
448
4.46
4.50
4.50
4.54
4.46
4.52
446
4.49
4.54
4.51
4.52
4.54
4.50
446
4.48
4.486
4.45
4.52
4.50
451
4.49
4.44
451
4.54
4.48

4.36

449

4.47

447

- acu&nmo-a-m'gg

P et et el et
28
-3 (- R R RSN

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 CroP SOYBEAN LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
bushel
Cook 458
Crawford 4.56
Cumberland 4.57
De Kalb 4.56
De Witt 4.58
Douglas 4.57
Du Page 4.58
Edgar 4.57
Edwards 4.51
Effingham 4.57
Fayette 4.57
Ford 458
Franklin 4.51
Fulton 4.56
Gallatin 4.50
Greene 4.56
Grundy 4.58
Hamilton 4.51
Hancock 4.55
Hardin 4.50
Henderson 4.54
Henry 4.54
Iroquois 4.58
Jackson 4.55
Jasper 4.57
Jefferson 4.52
Jersey 4.55
Jo Daviess 4.52
Johnson 4.53
Kane 4.57
Kankakee 4.58
Kendall 4.57
Knox 4.56
Lake 4.57
LaSalle 4.56
Lawrence 4.54
Lee 4.54
Livingston 4.58
Logan 458
McDonough 4,56
McHenry 4.55
McLean 4.58
Macon 4.58
Macoupin 4.57
Madison 4.56
Marion 4.56
Marshall 4.58
Mason 4.57
Massac 449
Menard 4.57
Mercer 4.53
Monroe 4.55
Montgomery 4.57
Morgan 4.57
Moultrie 4.57
Ogle 454
Peoria 457
Perry 454
Piatt 4.58
Pike 4.55
Pope 4.50
Pulaski 453
Putnam 4.54
Randolph 4.55
Richland 4.55
Rock Isiand 4.52
St. Clair 4.55
Saline. 4.55
Sangamon 4.58
Schuyler 4.56
Scott 4.57
Shelby 4.57
Stark 457
Stephenson 4.52
Tazewell 4.58
Union 4.55
Vermilion 4.58
Wabash 4.51
Warren 4.56
Washington 4.55
Wayne 4,52
White 4.50
Whiteside 4.52
Wil 4.58
Williams 4.53
Winneb 4.53
Woodford 4.58

1978 Crop SoYBEAN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PrOGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County

INDIANA

Clay

Clinton

Crawford

Daviess

Dearborn

Decatur

De Kalb

Delaware
Dubois

Elkhart

Fayette

Floyd

Fountain

Franklin

Fulton

Gibson
Grant

Greene

Hamilton

Hancock

Harrison

Hendricks.

Henry

Howard
Huntington

Jackson

Jasper

Jay

Jefferson

ings

Johnson

Knox

Kosciusko

Montgomery.

Morgan

Newton

Noble
Ohlo

Orange.

Owen

Parke

Perry

Pike

Porter

Posey
Pulaski

Putnam

Randolph

Ripley

Rush

St. Joseph

Seott

Shelby
Spencer

Starke

Steuben

Sullivan

Switzerland

Tippecanoe

Tipton

Union
Vanderburgh

Vermillion

Vigo

Wabash

Warren

Warrick

Washington
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Rate per
bushel

4.52
4.52
4.52
4.57
4.52
4.53
4.52
4.53
4.53
4.52
4.54
4.53
4.53
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.57
4.52
4.53
4.52
4.52
4.53
4.53
4.52
4.53
4.52
452
4.53
4.52
4.52
4.56
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.58
4.55
4.52
4.52
4.53
4.53
4.52
4.53
4.52
4.54
4.52
4.57
452
4.52
4.52
4.53
4.56
4.53
4.52
4.57
4.53
4.55
4.54
4.52
4.52
4.52
4.53
4.62
4.52
4.53
4.65
4.52
4.54
452
4.55
4.53
4.52
453
4.57
4.56
452
4.57
4.53
4.52



1978 CropP SOYBEAN LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGram SurPLEMENT—Continued

Wayne

County

Wells

White

Whitley

Adair

lowa

Adams

Allamakee

Appanoose

Audubon

Benton

Black Hawk

Boone.

Bremer

Buchanan

Buena Vista

Butler

Calhoun

Carroll

Cass

Cedar...

Cerro Gordo

Cherokee

Chickasaw

Clarke

Clay

Clayton

Clinton

Crawford

Dallas.

Davis

Decatur

Delaware

Des Moines

Dickinson

Dubuque

Emmet

Payette

Floyd

FPranklin

Fremont

Greene

Grundy

Guthrie

Hamilton

Hancock

Hardin

Harrison

Henry

Howard

Humboldt

Ida

lowa,,

Jackson

Jasper,

Jefferson

Johnson

Jones.

Keokuk

Kossuth
Lee ..

Linn .

Louisa

Lucas.

Lyon

Madison.

Mahaska

Marion.,

Marshall

Mitchell

Monona

Monroe

Montgomery

Muscatine ,

O'Brien

Palo Alto,

Plymouth

Poeahontas

Polk.....,

Pottawattamie
Poweshiek,

Ringgold.......
Sac..,

Scott

Shelby ........,

Rate per
bushel

4.52
4.52
4.55
452

4.46
4.46
4.47
4.49
4.45
4.50
4.47
4.47
4.46
4.48
4.45
4.46
445
4.45
4.46
4.51
4.46
4.45
446
4.48
4.45
4.48
452
4.45
4.47
4.51
4.48
4.48
4.54
4.45
4.49
4.45
447
4.45
4.47
4.45
4.45
4.48
4.45
4.47
446
448
444
4.53
4.46
4.46
4.45
4.50
4.52
4.49
4.52
4.50
4.51
4.52
446
4.54
4.50
453
4.49
444
447
4.51
4.49
4.49
4.45
4.45
444
449
4.45
4.52
4.45
445
4.45
4.45
4.44
4.45
448
445
4.50
4.47
4.45
4.52
4.45

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1978 CroP SOYBEAN LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProGrAM SuPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
bushel
Sioux. 4.44
Story 448
Tama, 4.50
Taylor 4.46
Union 447
Van Buren 4.53
Wapello 4.51
Warren 4.48
Washington 4.53
Wayne 449
Webster 4.47
Winnebago. 4.46
Winneshiek 447
‘Woodbury 4.44
Worth 4.46
Wright 4.46
Kansas
All Counties. 443
KENTUCKY
All Counties. 4.51
LOUISIANA
All Counties. 4.51
MARYLAND
All Counties 447
MICHIGAN
Allegan 4.44
Arenac 444
Barry 444
Bay. 4.44
Berrien 449
Branch 448
Calhoun 448
Cass 4.49
Clinton 4.44
Eaton 4.45
Genesee 4.44
Gladwin 4.44
Gratiot 4.44
Hillsdale 4.49
Huron 4.44
Ingham 445
Ionia 444
Isabella 4.44
Jackson 4.47
Rala 4.46
Lapeer 444
L ee 4.49
Livi 1 4.45
Macomb, 4.45
Midland 444
Monroe 4.50
Montealm 4.44
Oakland 4.45
Saginaw 4.44
Saint Clair 4.44
St. Joseph 448
Sanilac. 4.44
Shi 4.44
Tuscol 4.44
Van Buren 446
Washtenaw 447
Wayne 447
All Other Counties 4.43
MINNESOTA
Aitkin 438
Anoka 4.45
Becker 439
Beltrami 438
Benton 442
Big Stone 442
Blue Earth 447
Brown 446
Carlton 4.39
Carver 447
Cass 4.38
Chippewa 444
Chi 442
Clay 4.39
Clearwater 4.38
Cottonwood 4.43
Crow Wing 438
Dakota 4.47
Dodge 4.45
Douglas 441
Faribault 4.46

3699

1978 CroP SOYBEAN LOAN AND PURCHASE

ProcraMm SurPLEMENT—Continued
County Rate per
bushel
Fillmore 445
Freeborn 446
Goodhue 445
Grant 441
Hennepin 447
Houston 445
Hubbard 439
Isanti 4.42
Itasca 4.38
Jackson 4.43
Kanabec 4.40
Kandiyohi 443
Kittson 4.36
Koochiching 4.38
Lac Qui Parle 444
YAKE OF LHE WOOAS .o commicmscrosirisonsivesssseetaod e 437
Le Sueur. 447
Lincoln 141
Lyon 4.42
McLeod 4.46
Mahnomen 4.38
Marshall 4.36
Martin 445
Meeker 4.44
Mille Lacs 440
Morrison 440
Mower. 445
Murray 4.42
Nicollet 4.47
Nobles 4.43
Norman 438
Olmsted 445
Otter Tail 439
Pennington 4.37
Pine. 4.40
Pipestone 441
Polk 4.37
Pope 442
Ramsey. 4417
Red Lake 4.37
Redwood 443
Renville 4.44
Rice 4.46
Rock 442
Roseau 4.36
Scott 447
Sherburne. 4.45
Sibley 4.47
Stearns 4.42
Steele 446
Stevens 442
Swift 442
Todd 4.40
Traverse 441
Wabash 4.45
Wadena 439
Waseca 448
Washington 4.45
Watonwan, 4.486
Wilkin 4.39
Winona 4.45
Wright 4.45
Yellow Medicine 4.45
MISSISSIPPI
All Counties 4.53
Missour:
Adair 4.50
Andrew 4.46
Atchison 448
Audrain 452
Barry ....... 445
Barton 445
Bates 445
Benton 4.46
Bollinger 454
Boone. 449
Buchanan 4.46
Butler 4.52
Caldwell 446
Callaway 4.49
Camden 447
Cape Girardeau 454
Carroll 4.48
Carter 4.50
Cass. 4.45
Cedar 444
Chariton 449
Christian 4.46
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1978 Crop SoyBEAN LOAN AND PURCHASE
ProcrAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
bushel
Clark 4.54
Clay 446
Clinton 4.46
Cole 4.48
Cooper 4.48
Crawford 4.50
Dade. 4.45
Dallas 446
Daviess 4.46
De Kalb 4.46
Dent 4.50
Douglas 446
Dunklin 4.54
Franklin 452
G d 4.50
Gentry 4.46
Greene 4.46
Grundy 4.48
Harrison 446
Henry 4.45
Hickory 4.46
HolL 4.46
Howard 448
Howell 448
Iron 4.52
Jackson 445
Ji 4.45
Jefferson 4.54
Johnson 4.45
Knox 452
Laclede 4.48
Lafayette 4.45
Lawrence 4.45
Lewis 4.54
Lincoln 4.53
Linn 4.49
Livingston 4.48
McDonald 4.45
Macon 4.50
Madison 452
Maries 448
Marion 4.54
Mercer 4.48
Miller 447
Mississippi 454
Moniteau 448
Monroe 4.52
Montgomery 4.50
Morgan 4.47
New Madrid 4.54
Newton 4.45
Nodaway 4.48
Oregon » 4.50
Osage 4.48
Ozar 4.47
Pemiscot 454
5o PR  RSR S R IR R R . 4.54
Pettis 4.47
Phelps 448
Pike 4,54
Platte 4.46
Palk 4.46
Pulaskl 447
Putnam 4.49
Ralls 4.54
Randolph 4.50
Ray 4.46
Reynolds 4.50
Ripley 4.50
Saint Charles 4.53
Saint Clair 4.45
Salnt Francois 4.52
Sainte Genevieve 454
Saint Louls 4.54
Saline 447
Schuyler 4.50
Scotland 4.52
Scott 4.54
Sh n 4.50
8helby 4.52
Stoddard 4.54
Stone 4.46
Sullivan 449
Taney 446
Texas 448
Vernon. 4.44
Wearren 451
Washington 4.52
Wayne 452
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1978 CroOP SOYBEAN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PRrROGRAM SUPPLEMENT—Continued

County
Webster
Worth
Wright
MONTANA
All Counties.
NEBRASKA
All Counties.
NEW JERSEY
All Counties.
New Mexico
All Counties
NeEw YORK

All Counties,

All Counties

NorTH CAROLINA

All Counties.

NoOXTH DAKOTA

Adams

Ouro

Alien

Ashland

Ashtabula

Athens

Auglaize

Belmont
Brown

Butler

Carroll

Champaign

Clark

Clermont

Clinton

Col biana

Coshocton

Crawford

Cuyahoga

Darke

Defiance

Delaware
Erie

Fairfield

Fayette

Franklin

Fulton

Gallia

Geauga
Greene

Guernsey

Hamilton

Hancock

Hardin

Harrison

Henry
Highland

Hocking

Holmes

Huron

Jackson

Jefferson

Knox

Lake

Lawrence

Licking.

Logan

Lorain

Lucas,

Madison

Mahoning

Marion

Medina

Meigs

Mercer

Miami

Monroe

Montgomery
Morgan

Morrow.

Muskingum

Noble

Ottawa.

Paulding

Perry

Pickaway

Pike

Rate per
bushel

4.46
4.46
446

4.36

4.37

447

4.36

452
4.53
4.52
4.50
452
453
4.52
452
4.52
4.50
452
4.51
4.52
452
4.50
450
4.52
4.50
451
4.52
451
4.52
4.52
4.52
451
4.54
452
4.50
4.51
4.52
4.52
4.53
454
4.50
454
452
452
4.50
452
452
4.50
450
4.50
452
4.50
4.53
4.52
4.55
4.51
4.50
4.53
4.52
4.52
452
451
4.52
451
452
4.52
4,52
4.52
453
4.52
4.52
4.52
452

1978 Crop SOYBEAN LOAN AND PURCHASE
PrROGRAM SurPLEMENT—Continued

County Rate per
bushei
Portage 4.50
Preble 4.51
Putnam 4.53
Richland 4.52
Ross 4.52
Sandusky 453
Scioto 452
Seneca 4.53
Shelby 4.52
Stark 4.50
S it 4.50
Trumbull 4.50
Tuscarawas 4.50
Union 451
Van Wert 4.52
Vinton 4.52
Warren 4.52
Washington 4.52
Wayne 4.50
Williams 4.52
Wood 454
Wyandot 4.53
OKLAHOMA
All Counties. 439
PENNSYLVANIA
All Counties. 443
SouTH CAROLINA
All Countles. 447
SouTH DAROTA
All Counties. 4.39
TENNESSEE
All Counties 447
% TEXAS
All Counties. 4.39
VERMONT
All Counties. 4.36
VIRGINIA
All Counties. 447
WesT VIRGINIA
All Counties. 4.45
WiScONSIN
All Counties. 443

(b) Premiums and discounts. The
basic loan and purchase rates shall be
adjusted as applicable by premiums
and discounts as follows (all footnotes
at end of paragraph):

Cents per bushel
1. Premiums—Moisture (percent):
12.2 or less +1.0
12.3 through 12.7 +3.5
2. Discounts:
(a) Class:
Black ~ 258
Brown -25
Mixed -5
(b) Mositure: 3%

13.1 through 13.5....

13.6 through 14.0.... -1.0
() Test weight per bushel (pounds):
53.9 to 53.0 -0.5
52.9 to 652.0 =10
51.9 to 51.0 =15
50.9 to 50.0 -20
49.9 to 49.0 -25
(d) Splits: 4
20.1 to 25.0 -0.25
25.1 1o 30.0 -0.50
30.1 to 35.0 —0-(7)3
35.1 to 40.0 -1
(e) Damaged kernels:

(1) Heal damage (percent): 0
0.6 to 1.0 & 1~o
11to15 -2 A
1.81t0 2.0 _J'o
211025 —; >
2.6 to 3.0 <
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Cents per bushel
(2) Total damage:

21t%03.0 -1.0
3.1t04.0 -2.0
4.1t05.0 -3.0
5.1 to 6.0 ~5.0
6.1t0 7.0 -7.0
7.1t0 8.0 ; -9.0

(f) Black, brown, and/or bicolored soy-
beans in yellow or green soybeans:

111020 -0.5

21105.0 -1.5

5.1 to 10.0 -3.5
(g) Special factors:

(1) Materially weathered ... -5.0

(2) Stained -2.0

(3) Purple mottled. ....cviusmemmssssnsqsane -20

(4) Weed control laws (where re-
quired by §1421.25....ccccevcensncsscaresasass -10

(c) Other. Soybeans with quality fac-
tors exceeding limits shown in forego-
ing schedules or soybeans that (1) con-
tain-in excess of 14 percent moisture,
(2) is weevily, (3) is musty, (4) sour,
shall not be eligible for loan. In the
event quantities of soybeans exceeding
limits shown are delivered in satisfac-
tion of loan obligations, such quanti-
ties will be discounted on the basis of
the schedule of discounts as provided
by the Kansas City Commodity Office
for settlement purposes. Such dis-
counts will be established not later
than the time delivery of soybeans to
CCC begins and will thereafter be ad-
Justed from time to time as CCC deter-
mines appropriate to reflect changes
in market conditions. Procedures may
obtain schedules of such factors and
discounts at county ASCS offices ap-
proximately one month prior to the
loan maturity date.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Jan-
uary 9, 1979. 4
STEWART N. SMITH,
Acting Executive Vice President,
?ommodity Credit Corpora-
0N,

(FR Doc. 791644 PFiled 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M]
Title 14—Aeronautics and Space

CHAPTER |—FEDERAL AVIATION AD-
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

[Docket No. 17939; Amdt. 39-3396]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Agusta Model A109 and A109A
Helicopters

AGI_‘JNCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: PFinal rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts
4 new airworthiness directive (AD)
that would require inspections and re-
placement of the tail rotor drive shaft
hanger bearing support bracket on
Costruzioni Aeronautiche Giovanni
Agusta Model A109 and A109A heli-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

copters. The AD is needed because the
affected bracket is subject to cracking
which could result in the failure of the
tail rotor.

DATES: Effective February 19, 1979.
Compliance schedule—As prescribed in
body of AD.

ADDRESSES: The applicable service
bulletin may be obtained from: Costru-
zioni Aeronautiche Giovanni Agusta,
Cascina Costa (Gallarate), Italy. A
copy of the service bulletin is con-
tained in the Rules Docket, Rm. 916,
800 Independence Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20591.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

D. C. Jacobsen, Chief, Aircraft Certi-
fication Staff, AEU-100, Europe,
Africa, and Middle East Region, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, c/o
American Embassy, Brussels, Bel-
gium, telephone 513.38.30. Chris
Christie, AFS-110, Engineering &
Mfg. Div., FAA, telephone 202-426-
8374.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A proposal to amend Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to in-
clude an airworthiness directive re-
quiring inspections and replacement of
the tail rotor drive shaft hanger bear-
ing support bracket on certain Costru-
zioni Aeronautiche Giovanni Agusta
Model A109 and A109A helicopters
was published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
at 43 FR 24850; June 8, 1978.

The proposal was prompted by an
FAA determination that the tail rotor
drive shaft hanger bearing support
bracket, P/N 109-0370-02-1, on Agusta
Models A-109 and A-109A helicopters
is subject to cracking which could
result in failure of the tail rotor.

Interested persons have been afford-
ed an opportunity to participate in the
making of the amendment. One com-
ment was received, and disagreed with
the necessity for issuing an airworthi-
ness directive on the basis that none
of the affected helicopters was on the
U.S. Registry, and that voluntary com-
pliance would be shown for all other
affected helicopters. However, volun-
tary compliance with a manufacturer’s
service bulletin does not relieve the
FAA from taking Airworthiness Direc-
tive action as appropriate.

The amendment therefore is adopt-
ed as proposed with the exception of
minor clarifying changes.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, §39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14.CFR 39.13) is
amended by adding the following new
airworthiness directive:

COSTRUZIONI AERONAUTICHE GIOVANNI
AcusTa. Applies to Model A109 and

3701

Al109A helicopters, serial numbers 7109
and below, certificated in all categories,
incorporating tail rotor drive shaft
hanger bearing support bracket P/N
109-0370-02-1.

Compliance is required as indicated,
unless already accomplished.

To prevent a possible tail rotor failure, ac-
complish the following:

(a) Within the next 10 hours time in serv-
ice after the effective date of this AD, and
thereafter following the last flight of each
day in which the helicopter is operated, in-
spect the tail rotor drive shaft hanger bear-
ing support bracket, P/N 108-0370-02-1, for
cracks in accordance with Part I of the “Ac-
complishment' paragraph of Agusta Bollet-
tino Tecnico No. 109-2, dated April 14, 1976,
including Rev. A dated May 11, 1976, or an
FAA-approved equivalent. (Hereinafter re-
ferred to as Service Bulletin.)

(b) If a crack is found during an inspec-
tion required by this AD, before further
flight, except as provided in paragraph (d)
of this AD, replace the affected bracket
with—

(1) A serviceable bracket of the same part
number, and continue to inspect in accord-
ance with paragraph (a) of this AD after
the last flight of each day in which the heli-
copter is operated; or,

(2) A new support bracket, P/N 109-0370-
12-1, in accordance with Part II of the “Ac-
complishment” paragraph of the Service
Bulletin,

(¢) Within the next 100 hours time in
service after the effective date of this AD,
replace support bracket, P/N 109-0370-02-1
with a new bracket, P/N 109-0370-12-1, in
accordance with Part IT of the “Accomplish-
ment"” paragraph of the Service Bulletin,
The repetitive inspections required by para-
graphs (a) and (bX1) of this AD may be dis-
continued upon the installation of a support
bracket, P/N 109-0370-12-1, in accordance
with this AD.

(d) Helicopters may be flown in accord-
ance with FAR's 21,197 and 21,199 to a base
where the required work can be performed.

This amendment becomes effective
February 19, 1979.

(Secs, 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended, (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S8.C. 1655(¢)); 14
CFR 11.89.)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu-
ary 8, 1979.

J. A. FERRARESE,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

[FR Doc. 79-1729 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am)

[4910-13-M]

[Docket No. 17526; Amdt. 39-3399]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Hawker Siddeley Aviation, Lid. (Brit-
ish Aerospace) Model DH-104
Dove Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.
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ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adepts
a new airworthiness directive (AD)
which requires repetitive inspections
of the center section main spar top
boom and replacement of the boom as
necessary on. Hawker Siddeley Avi-
ation, Limited Model DH-104 “Dove"
airplanes. The AD is needed to detect
cracks in the lugs at each end of the
boom which could result in separation
of the wing in flight.

DATES: Effective February 19, 1979.
Compliance schedule—as prescribed in
body of AD.

ADDRESSES: The applicable techni-
cal news sheet may be obtained fronu
Hawker Siddeley Aviation, Limited,
Hatfield Hertfordshire, England, Prod-
uet Support Department. Telephone:
Hatfield 62345. A copy of the technical
news sheet is contained in the Rules
Docket, Room 916, 800 Independence
Avenue, S W., Washington, D.C. 20591.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

D. C. Jacobsen, Chief, Aircraft Certi-
fication Staff, AEU-100, Europe,
Africa and Middle East Region, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, c/o
American Embassy, Brussels, Bel-
gium, Telephone: 513.38.30. Chris
Christie, FAA, Eng. & Mig. Div,,
AFS-110, Washington, D.C. Tele-
phone: 202-426-8374.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A proposal to amend Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to in-
clude an airworthiness directive re-
quiring repetitive inspection and re-
placement as necessary of the center
lug of the three lugs located at each
end of the center section main spar
top boom on Hawker Siddeley Avi-
ation, Limited Model DH-104 Dove
airplanes was published in the FEDERAL
ReGIsTER al 43 FR 974. The proposal
was prompted by reports of cracks in
the center section main spar boom
which affect the structural integrity
of the wing to fuselage attachment
and could result in separation of the
wing in flight on Hawker Siddeley
Limited Model DH-114 Heron air-
planes. The cracks are believed to be
caused by stress corrosion and an air-
worthiness directive (AD 76-16-03),
Amendment 39-2689, has been issued
to correct this problem. Since the cor-
responding lug arrangement on the
DH-104 Dove airplane is almost identi-
cal in configuration and of the same
material as the Heron, it is likely that
similar cracking exists or will develop
on these airplanes.

Interested persons have been afford-
ed an opportunity to participate in the
making of the amendment. No objee-
tions were received. However, upon
further review the FAA has deter-
mined that certain clarifications are

RULES AND REGULATIONS

needed (1) to define more explicitly
the meaning of a serviceable used
boom that can be used as a replace-
ment; (2) to point out that in para-
graph (b) the inspection in accordance
with Appendix 2 requires use of the
dye penetrant method as well as the
ultrasonic method; (3) to eliminate an
ambiguity in the repetitive inspection
schedule set forth in paragraph (bX1);
and (4) to define more accurately the
cracking covered by paragraph (d) to
make clear that that paragraph ap-
plies to cracking which is other than
literally horizontal. In addition, the
applicability statement has been cor-
rected to show that this AD does not
apply to those airplanes which have
been modified in accordance with STC
SA174TWE. Other minor editorial
changes have also been made.

In addition, the FAA has determined
that it is necessary to revise the repet-
itive inspection schedule for replace-
ment booms to be more consistent
with the inspection schedules for
those booms which are currently in
service and to point out that replace-
ment of the boom is required when
cracking is found which runs from the
bolt hele in an inboard direction only.

Accordingly, with the exception of
paragraph (e), the amendment is
adopted as proposed with the clarifica-
tions noted above, Revised paragraph
(e) is_also adopted and since a situa-
tion exists that requires the immedi-
ate adoption of this regulation, it is
found thal notice and public proce-
dure thereon are impracticable.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, putsuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, §39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is
amended by adding the following new
airworthiness directive:

HAWKER SIDDELEY AVIATION, LimiTeEDp (Brit-
ish Aerospace). Applies to DH-104
“Dove'" airplanes, all series, certificated
in all categories, except those airplanes
modified in aeccordance with 8TC
SALT4ATWE.

Compliance required as indicated.

To prevent possibie failure of Lhe wing to
fuselage attachment and loss of wing in
flight, accomplish the following:

(a) Within the next 100 hours time in
service after the effective date of this AD,
uniess already accomplished, remove the
port and starboard wing root fairings and
inspect the upper three lugs at each end of
the center section main spar top boom, P/N
4FS.135 A/1, for cracks using an ultrasonic
method of inspection in accordance with
Appendix 1 of Hawker Siddeley Aviation,
Ltd., Technical New Sheet TNS 237, dated
September 8, 1976, (hereinafter referred to
as the Technical News Sheet) or an FAA-ap-
proved equivalent,

Norte.—This inspection can be conducted
with the wing Installed.

(b) If no cracks are found during the in-
spection required by paragraph (a) of this
AD, repeat the inspection at intervals not to
exceed 1200 flight hours or 2 calendar years,
whichever occurs sooner, until the wings are
removed for compliance with AD 72-16-07
at which time the areca must be further in-
spected using the ullrasonic and dye pene-
trant methods in accordance with appendix
2 of the Technical News Sheet or an FAA.
approved equivalent. Thereafter, if no
cracking is found, continue to inspect the
arca as follows:

(1) In accordance with the method speci-
fied in paragraph (a) of this AD at an inter-
val not to exceed 3 calendar years from each
time the area is inspected in conjunction
with the wing removal required by AD 72-
16-0T; and

(2) In accordance with the ultrasonie and
dye penetrant methods specified in appen-
dix 2 of the Technical News Sheet or an
FAA-approved equivalent at each time the
wings are removed for compliance with AD
72-16-07.

(c) If any cracks are found during any in-
spection required by this AD to be per-
formed in accordance with the method spec-
ified in paragraph (a) of this AD, further in-
spect by ultrasonie and dye penetrant meth-
ods in accordance with Appendix 2 of the
Technical News Sheet or an FAA-approved
equivalent with the wing removed.

(d) If, during any inspection required by
this AD, cracking of the lugs is found which
is confined to only one of the lugs per side
of the aircraft and exists only from the bolt
hole towards the outboard end of the lug,
the center section carry through boom may
remain on the aireraft and continued flight
is permitted provided the wing is removed at
intervals not to exceed 300 flight hours, or 3
months, whichever is sooner, and the
cracked lug is inspected for crack propaga-
tion and the remaining two lugs are inspect-
ed for cracking, all in accordance with Ap-
pendix 2 of the Technical News Sheet or an
FAA-approved equivalent, until the boom is
replaced with a new beom of the same part
number or a used boom of the same part
number determined after inspection in ac-
cordance with Appendix 2 of the Technical
News Sheet to be crack-free.

(e) U, during any inspection required by
this AD, cracking is found in more than one
lug per side of the aircraft or the cracking
of any one lug extends to both sides (in-
board and outboard) of the bolt hole or runs
from the bolt hole in an inboard direction
only, before further flight, replace the carry
through boom with a new beom of the same
part number or a used boom of the same
part number determined after Inspection in
accordance with Appendix 2 of the Techni-
cal News Sheet to be crack-free. Replace-
ment booms must continue to be inspected
in accordance with the following schedule:

(1) For used replacement booms, within 3
years from replacement, inspect the lug
area in accordance with Appendix 1 of the
Technical News Sheet or an FAA-approved
equivalent except if any wing removal is re-
quired by AD-72-16-07 during that period.
inspect in accordance with Appendix 2 of
the Technical News Sheet or an FAA-ap-
proved eguivalent concurrently with that
wing removal. Thereafter inspect in accord-
ance with the schedule and inspection
methods specified in paragraphs (h)1) and
(bX2) of this AD. d

(2) For new replacement booms, inspect
the lug area in accordance with Appendix 2
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of the Technical News Sheet or an FAA-ap-
proved equivalent with the wing removed
prior to accumulating 6 years in service and
thereafter in accordance with the schedule
and inspection methods specified in para-
graphs (b)1) and (b)(2) of this AD. Howev-
er, if the first inspection required after re-
placement is not performed in conjunction
with a wing removal required by AD 72-16-
07, within the next 3 years after that inspec-
tion, inspect in accordance with Appendix 1
of the Technical News Sheet or an FAA-ap-
proved equivalent except if any wing remov-
al is required by AD 72-16-07 during that
period inspect in accordance with Appendix
2 of the Technical News Sheet or an FAA-
approved equivalent concurrently with that
wing removal and thereafter inspect in ac-
cordance with the schedule and inspection
methods specified in paragraphs (b)X1) and
(bX2) of this AD.

This amendment becomes effective
February 19, 1979.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended, (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14
CFR 11.89).

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Janu-
ary 10, 1979.

J. A. FERRARESE,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.

[FR Doc. 79-1731 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M]
[Docket No. 79-SO-2; Amendment 39-3394]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Piper Models PA-28-161, PA-28R-
201, and PA-28R-201T Series Air-
planes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts
an airworthiness directive which re-
quires checking the fuel gascolator for
broper installation on certain Piper
PA-28-161, PA-28R-201, and PA-28R-
20!T airplanes. This amendment re-
quires corrective action if a gascolator
Is found installed with the ports re-
versed. This amendment is necessary
to insure that the fuel system is not
contaminated and that the proper fuel
flow is maintained to the engine.

DATES: Effective date: January 29,
1979. Compliance is required within
the next 25 hours time in service after
the effective date of this AD,

ADDRESSES: Piper Service Bulletin
612 may be obtained from Piper Air-
craft Corporation, 820 East Bald Eagle
Street, Lockhaven, Pennsylvania
17745, Copies of Piper Service Bulletin
612 are maintained in the AD Docket
File and may be examined in Room
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275, Federal Aviation Administration,
Southern Region, 3400 Whipple
Street, East Point, Georgia,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:
Gil Carter, ASO-214, Propulsion

Section, Engineering and Manufac-
turing Branch, Southern Region,
P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, Georgia
30320, telephone (404) 763-7435.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
There have been reports of improperly
installed fuel gascolators which could
result in fuel contamination, inter-
rupted fuel flow, and engine power
loss. Since this condition is likely to
exist or develop in other airplanes of
the same type design, this amendment
is issued to insure that the fuel gasco-
lator is installed properly.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this regulation,
it is found that notice and public pro-
cedure hereon are impracticable, and
good cause exists for making this
amendment effective in less than 30
days.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, §39.13 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amend-
ed by adding the following new Air-
worthiness Directive:

PrrER AIRCRAFT CORPORATION: Applies to
Model PA-28-161. serial numbers 28-
through

7816002 28-7816553, 28-

' 3703

7816554, 28-7816556 through  28-
7816564, 28-7816566 through  28-
7816597, 28-7816599 through  28-
7816607, 28-7816609 through  28-
7816634, 28-7816636 through  28-
7816643: Model PA-28R-201T, serial
numbers 28R-7803002 through 28R-
7803294, 28R-7803296 through 28R-
7803308, 28R-T7803310, 28R-7803311,
28R-7803315, 28R-7803317 through
28R-7803321, 28R-7803323 through

28R-7803325; and Model PA-28R-201,
serial numbers 28R-7837002 through
28R-7837232, 28R-7837234, 28R~
7837236, 28R-7837238 through 28R-
7837241, 28R-7837243 through 28R-
7837245, 28R-7837248 through 28R-
7837250, 28R-7837253 through 28R-
7837257, 28R-T7837260, 28R-7837262
through  28R-7837264, 28R-7837266
through 28R-7837270, 28R-7837272
through 28R-7837275, airplanes certifi-
cated ip all categories.

Compliance is required within the next 25
hours time in service after the effective date
of this AD unless already accomplished.

To prevent possible fuel flow interruption,
accomplish the following:

(a) Remove the top cowl or open the top
left cowl as appropriate.

(b) Remove the lower cowl attaching
hardware on left side only and pull lower
cow!l outward to gain visual access to the
fuel gascolator assembly.

(¢) Check the gascolator installation to de-
termine if the gascolator is installed with
the ports oriented as shown in the accompa-
nying figure, -

(d) If the gascolator is installed in accord-
ance with the accompanying figure, secure
the cowling and make the appropriate main-
tenance record entry.

(e) If the gascolator is not installed in ac-
cordance with the accompanying figure,
have the following accomplished by a
person authoized by FAR 43.3:

TO FUEL PUMP

FIREWALL
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(1) Remove lower cowling.

(2) Place the fuel selector valve in the
“OFF" position.

(3) Cut safety wire on the gascolator bowl
bail. Remove the filter bowl. gaskeL and
screen from the gascolator. Clean any de-
posits thal may be on the screen and/or the
bowl.

(4) Carefully spread the bail wire where it
enters the housing until the bail can be re-
moved.

(5) Supporting the fittings in the gascoia-
tor housing with an open end wrench,
remove the inlet and outlet “B” nuts. It will
facilitate the removal and re-installation of
the gascolator assembly if the fuel line is
loosened at the electric fuel pump inlet.

(6) On the PA-28-161 only, disconnect the
primer line directly on top of the gascolator
housing.

(T) Remove the gascolator assembly from
the attaching bracket and turn 180°, posi-
Ltioning as shown in the accompanying
figure.

(8) If the line assembly does not reach the
inlet fitting, remove the forward left hand
upholstery panel and inspect for, and cor-
rect, improper bends.

Cautlion: Pulling the line into pesition
with the “B™ nut may cause¢ damage to the
lare.

(9) Re-assemble the gascolator assembly
and tighten all fuel line connections.

(10) Turn on the aircraft power and the
fuel boost pump and check for any fuel
leaks. Correct any discrepancies found.

(11) Reinstall the cowling.

(12) Make the appropriale maintenance
record entry.

(f) An alternate method of compliance
may be approved by the Chief, Engineering
and Manufacturing Branch, Federal Avi-
ation Administration, Southern Region.

The checks in this AD may be accom-
plished by the pilot and appropriate mainte-
nance record entries made in accordance
with FAR 91173, Installation correction
must be accomplished by a person author-
ized by FAR 43.3.

NoTe.—Piper Service Bulletin 612 dated
October 25, 1978, also pertains to this sub-
ject,

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423: Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 16855(¢c)); 14
CFR 11.89).)

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on
January 8, 1979.

GEeORGE R. La CAILLE,
Acling Director,
Southern Region.

[FR Doc. 79-1733 Filed 1-17-79: 8:45 am}
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[4910-13-M]

{Airspace Docket No. TT-EA-90)

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS '

Designation of Transition Area:
Suffolk, Va.

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT,

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule will designate a
Suffolk, Va., Transition Area, over
Suffolk Municipal Airport, Suffolk,
Va. This designation will provide pro-
tection to aircraft executing the new
instrument approach which has been
developed for the airport. An instru-
ment approach procedure requires the
designation of controlled airspace to
protect instrument aireraft utilizing
the instrument approach.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901
March 22, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Frank Trent, Airspace and Proce-
dures Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Federal Building, J.F.K. In-
ternational Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430, Telephone (212) 995-
3391.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On page 64130 of the FEDERAL REGIS-
TER for December 22, 1977, the FAA
published an NPRM giving interested
parties time in which to submit com-
ments. No objections have been re-
ceived,

G.M.T.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, Subpart G of Part 71 of the Feder-
al Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part
71) is amended, effective 0901 G.M.T.
March 22, 1979, as published.

(Section 307(a), and 313¢a), Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(¢))
See. 6(¢) of the Department of Transporta-
tion Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(¢)) and 14 CFR
11.69.)

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on De-
cember 28, 1978.

L. J. CARDINALI,
Acting Director,
Eastern Region.

1. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
designate a Suffolk, Va. 700-foot Floor
transition area as follows:

SurFroLE. VA,

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile
radius of the center, (36" 40" 53" N., 76" 36"
11" W.,) of Suffolk Municipal Airport, Suf-
folk, Va.; within 3 miles each side of a 249"
bearing from the Suffolk RBN (36" 40" 49"
N., 76" 36’ 28" W.) extending from the 6.5-
mile radius area to 8.5 miles west of the
RBN.

[FR Doc. 79-1730 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[6320-01-M]
CHAPTER II—CIVIL AERONAUTICS
BOARD
[Amdt. No. 77]
PART  385—DELEGATIONS AND

REVIEW OF ACTION UNDER DELE-
GATION; NONHEARING MATTERS

Creation of Bureau of Pricing and
Domestic Aviation; Correction
AGENCY: Civil Aeronauties Board.

ACTION: Correction in Final Rule.

SUMMARY: This is a correction of an
error in the Board's delegation of au-
thority reflecting the consolidation of
the Bureau of Operating Rights and
the Bureau of Fares and Rates into a
new bureau, the Bureau of Pricing and
Domestic Aviation.

DATES: Effective: December 14, 1978.
Adopted: December 14, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mark Schwimmer, Office of the
General Counsel, Civil Aeronautics

Board, 1825 Connecticut Avenue,
Washington, D.C. 20428. 202-673-
5442,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Several new paragraphs were added to
14 CFR 385.16 by OR-141, 44 FR
59831, December 22, 1978. The open-
ing sentence of new paragraph (kK}(3)
of §385.16 should read:
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$385.16 Delegation to the Associate Direc-
tor, Pricing, Bureau of Pricing and Do-
mestic Aviation.

- - - - »

(k) - . -

(3) Issue orders approving, disap-
proving, or approving subject to condi-
tions, IATA agreements relating to
fare and rate matters, with respect to
the following:

Dated: January 15, 1879.

PayLris T. KAYLOR,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 79-1874 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am)

[3510-08-M]

Title 15—Commerce and Foreign
Trade

CHAPTER IX—NATIONAL OCEANIC
AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRA-
TION, DEPARTMENT OF COM-
MERCE

PART 930—FEDERAL CONSISTENCY
WITH APPROVED COASTAL ZONE
MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS

Consistency for Outer Continental
Shelf (OCS) Exploration, Develop-
ment and Production Activities

AGENCY: National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration.

ACTION: Amendments to rules.

SUMMARY: This rule amends exist-
ing regulations on consistency for
Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) explo-
ration, development, and production
activities with approved State coastal
management programs. These amend-
ments are necessary to make these
regulations conform with subsequent-
ly enacted law (Section 504 of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act
Amendments of 1978—Pub. L. 95-372),
and to resolve a procedural difference
between these regulations and Depart-
ment of the Interior regulations per-

taining to the same general subject
matter,

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 18, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

James P, Lawless, Assistant General
CL;)Unsel, (202) 634-4239, or John
O’Donnell, Office of Coastal Zone
Management, (202) 634-4243, NOAA,
Page Building 1, 2001 Wisconsin
Avenue, N,W, Washington, D.C.
20235, =

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

In volume 43 of the PepErAL REGISTER

of Monday, March 13, 1978, beginning
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at page 10510, the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration
(NOAA) published final regulations
for the Office of Coastal Zone Man-
agement (OCZM) pertaining to the
Federal consistency” provisions of the
Coastal Zone Management Act of
1972, as amended (CZMA, sections
307(e)(1), 307(e)2, 307(ec)3) (A) and
(B) and 307(d)). Subpart E of these
regulations, beginning at page 10526,
addresses section 307(c)X3XB) of the
CZMA. This provision requires each
activity described in detail in any plan
submitted to the Secretary of the In-
terior for the exploration or develop-
ment of, or production from, any area
leased under the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act to be conducted in a
manner consistent with approved state
coastal zone management programs.

In more detail—and prior to amend-
ment—section 307(c)X3XB) required
that any person submitting such a
pian must attach to it a certification
that each activity described in detail
in the plan complied with the state
program and would be conducted in a
manner consistent with it. The section
went on to say, among other things,
that the state coastal zone manage-
ment agency had to decide at the ear-
liest practicable time, whether it con-
curred with or objected to the certifi-
cation and so notify the Secretaries of
Interior and Commerce. Subsection
(ii) of the provision said, in effect, that
unless the state agency gave this noti-
fication within six months of that
agency's receipt of copy of the certifi-
cation, its concurrence was *‘“conclu-
sively presumed."” These matters are
treated in 15 CFR 930.70 and 930.78 of
the March 13, 1978, regulations.

Section 504 of the 1978 amendments
to the Outer Continental Shelf Lands
Act amended subsection (ii) of section
307(eX3)B). Section 504 added the re-
quirement that any state agency in re-
ceipt of the required consistency certi-
fication that had not submitted the re-
quired notification of concurrence or
objection to the Secretary of Com-
merce, the appropriate federal agency
and the person submitting the OCS
plan within three months following re-
ceipt of the certification must submit
to them a written statement “describ-
ing the status of review and the basis
for further delay in issuing a final de-
cision.” Section 504 went on to provide
that, if the state agency did not
submit such a writtén statement, then
its concurrence with the certification
would be “coneclusively presumed.” Ac-
cordingly, it becomes necessary to
amend the implementing regulations
to reflect these amendments of the
law.

On another subject, conflict has
been found in terminology between
the Department of the Interior regula-
tions pertaining to the submission of
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OCS plans and the NOAA consistency
regulations pertaining to this same
subject. The DOI regulations (30 CFR
250.34) require the submission of such
plans to the “USGS Area Supervisor.”
The NOAA regulations require any
person submitting any OCS plan to
the Secretary of the Interior to fur-
nish the state agency a copy of the
OCS plan. The procedural conflict is
eliminated by directing any person
submitting an OCS plan to furnish the
necessary number of copies of a plan
to the USGS Area Supervisor who in
turn will distribute them to the appro-
priate parties. This change will pro-
vide one contact for the submission of
OCS plans.

Also, to clarify the DOI contact for
submission of plans, it has been agreed
between DOI and NOAA that the
NOAA regulations will be amended to
substitute “USGS Area Supervisor"
for “Secretary of the Interior” wher-
ever the latter appears in the NOAA
regulations.

Since the first amendment to the
regulations described above is required
by law, and since the second is not of a
substantive nature, NOAA hereby
finds for good cause, in accordance
with 5 U.S.C. 553 (b) and (d), that
notice of public procedures on such
regulatory amendments is unnecessary
and that a 30-day delay prior to the ef-
fective date of the amendments is un-
necessary.

In consideration of the foregoing:

1. Delete so much-of subparagraph
(ii) under Comment as begins with
‘“‘Concurrence’” and ends with “subpar-
agraph (A)" and substitute the follow-
ing:

§930.70 Objectives [ Amended]

. - - - -

(ii) Concurrence by such state with such
certification is conclusively presumed as
provided for in subparagraph (A), except If
such state fails to concur with or object to
such certification within three monihs after
receipt of its copy of such certification and
supporting information, such state shall
provide the Secretary, the appropriate fed-
eral agency, and such person with a written
statement describing the status of review
and the basis for further delay in issuing a
final decision, and if such statement is not
so provided, concurrence by such state with
such certification shall be conclusively pre-
sumed; * * *

- . . . -

2. 15 CFR 930.79 (Amended). Delete
the entire section and substitute the
following:

§930.79 State agency concurrence or ob-
jection.

(a) At the earliest practicable time,
the State agency shall notify the
person, the USGS Area Supervisor,
and the Assistant Administrator of its
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concurrence with or objection to the
consistency certification. State agen-
cies should restrict the period of
public notice, receipt of comments,
hearing proceedings and final deci-
sion-making to the minimum time nec-
essary to inform the public, obtain suf-
ficient comment, and develop a reason-
able decision on the matter. If the
State agency has not issued a decision
within three months following com-
mencement of State agency review, it
shall notify the person, the USGS
Area Supervisor, and the Assistant Ad-
ministrator of the status of review and
the basis for further delay in issuing a
final decision. Notice shall be in writ-
ten form and postmarked no Ilater
than three months following the State
agency's receipt of the certification
and supporting information. Concur-
rence by the State agency shall be
conclusively presumed if the notifica-
tion required by this subparagraph is
not provided.

(b) Concurrence by the State agency
shall be conclusively presumed in the
absence of a State agency objection to
the consistency certification within six
months following commencement of
State agency review.

(c) If the State agency objects to one
or more of the Federal license or
permit activities described in detail in
the OCS plan, it must provide a sepa-
rate discussion for each objection in
accordance with the directives within
§930.64 (b) and (d). The objection
shall also include-a statement inform-
ing the person of a right of appeal to
the Secretary on the grounds de-
scribed in Subpart H.

(Comment: Except for the requirements
for State agencies to take certain actions
within three months and to inform the
USGS Area Supervisor of consistency deci-
sions, the provisions in this section are com-
parable to those described in §§930.63-
930.64).

3. The following sections in Subpart
E of 15 CFR Part 930 are amended by
the deletion of the phrase “Secretary
of the Interior” wherever it appears
and the substitution of the phrase
“USGS Area Supervisor''.

a. 930,71

b. $30.72

¢. 930.73

d. 930.76

€. 930.79(a), as emended
f. 930.83

g. 930.86(c)

h. 930.86(d)

4. 15 CFR 930.76(b) is revised to read
as follows:

§930.76 Submission of an OCS plan and
consistency certification [Amended]

When satisfied that the proposed ac-
tivities meet the Federal consistency
requirements of this Subpart, provide
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the USGS Area Supervisor with a con-
sistency certification, attached to the
OCS plan, and the USGS Area Super-
visor shall furnish the State agency a
copy of the OCS plan (excluding pro-
prietary information) and consistency
certification.

L - » - »

Dated: January 10, 1979.

ROBERT L. CARNAHAN,
Acting Assistant Administrator
Jor Administration.

[FR Doc. 79-1871 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[1505-01-M]

Title 17—Commodity and Securities
Exchanges

CHAPTER I—COMMODITY FUTURES
TRADING COMMISSION

PART 1—GENERAL REGULATIONS
UNDER THE COMMODITY EX-
CHANGE ACT

PART 4—COMMODITY POOL OPERA-
TORS AND COMMODITY TRADING
ADVISORS

Commodity Pool Operators and Com-
modity Trading Advisors; Final
Rules

Correction

In FR Doc. 79-638, appearing at
page 1918, in the issue for Monday,
January 8, 1978, make the following
changes:

1. On page 1925, second column, in
§4.21 (a), third line, the comma fol-
lowing the word “Act” should be re-
moved.

2. On page 1925, third column, in
§4.21 (ax4)ixC), fifth line, *“hun-
dreth” should be corrected to read
“hundredth”,

3. On page 1926, first column, in
§4.21 (a)4)(ii), fourteenth and seven-
teenth lines, the dashes between “of”
and “percent” and “only” and
“months'" are intended to represent
blanks.

4. On page 1926, third column, in
§4.22 (a) in the {fifth line, “operate”
should be corrected to read “oper-
ates",

5. On page 1927, in the second
column, in §4.22 (d) sixth line,
“advisor(s)” should be corrected to
read “advisor(s))”.

6. On page 1928, third column, in
§4.31 (c¢) sixth line, “amended” should
be corrected to read “amendment”.

[4310-84-M]

Title 43—Public Lands: Interior

CHAPTER II—BUREAU OF LAND
MANAGEMENT: DEPARTMENT OF
THE INTERIOR

APPENDIX—PUBLIC LAND ORDERS

[Public Land Order 5656; CA-1560]
CALIFORNIA

Partial Revecation of Public Land
Order No. 5043

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Manage-
ment (Interior).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This order partially re-
vokes a public land order which with-
drew and reserved lands for use of the
Department of the Navy as a para-
chute test facility. The lands remain
withdrawn by Executive Order of
March 10, 1924, establishing Public
Water Reserve No. 90; E.O. No. 5498 of
November 25, 1930, reserving lands for
the Salton Sea National Wildlife
Refuge; and the order of October 19,
1920, of the Secretary of the Interior,
withdrawing lands for reclamation
purposes, so far as such order affects
any of the lands described below.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 18, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Louis B. Bellesi, 202-343-8731.

By virtue of the authority contained
in section 204 of the Act of October 21,
1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714, it is
ordered as follows:

1. Public Land Order No. 5043 of
April 14, 1971, which withdrew and re-
served public lands for the Depart-
ment of the Navy as a parachute test
facility is hereby revoked so far as it
affects the following described lands:

SAN BERNARDINO MERIDIAN

T.10S,R.11 E,

Secs. 14, 18, 20, 22, 24, 26, 28, 32, 34, 36.
T.10S,R.12E,,

Secs. 18, 20, 30, and 32.
T.11S,R.12E.,

Secs. 6, 8, 18, 19, 20, 29, and 30;

Sec. 32, N,

The area described aggregates ap-
proximately 13,810 acres in Imperial
County. '

2. All the lands described remain in
existing withdrawals and under water.

Guy R. MARTIN,
Assistant Secretary of the
Interior, Land and Water Resources.

JANUARY 12, 1979.
[FR Doc. 79-1734 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]
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[6712-01-M]
Title 47—Telecommunication

CHAPTER |—FEDERAL
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

[Docket No. 21291; RM-2711]

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

FM Broadcast Station in St. Ignace,
Mich., Changes Made in Table of
Assignments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Report and order.

SUMMARY: Action taken herein sub-
stitutes a Class C FM channel for a
Class A channel at St. Ignace, Michi-
gan, in response to a petition filed by
Mighty-Mac Broadcasting Company.
The Class C channel could permit es-
tablishment of a station which would
provide a first and second FM as well
as a first and second nighttime aural
service to the area.

lEF‘F‘EC'I’].’VE DATE: February 19,
979.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mildred B. Nesterak,
Bureau (202) 632-7792.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Adopted: January 4, 1979.
Released: January 12, 1979.

In the Matter of Amendment of
§ 73.202(b), Table of Assignments, FM
Broadcast Stations. (St. Ignace, Michi-
gan.)

By the Chief, Broadcast Bureau:

L. The Commission has under con-
snder_at.ion its Notice of Proposed Rule
Making, adopted June 16, 1977, 42 FR
32813, inviting comments on a Propos-
al to substitute Class C FM Channel
275 for Channel 272A at St. Ignace,
Michigan. The proceeding was insti-
tuted on the basis of a petition filed by
Mighty-Mac Broadeasting Company
("petitioner”), licensee of  daytime-
only AM Station WIDG, St. Ignace,
Michigan, There were no oppositions
to the proposal,

2. St. Ignace (pop. 2,892), seat of
Mackinac County (pop. 9,600)," is lo-
catqd at the southeastern tip of Michi-
gan’s “Upper Peninsula,” between
Lakes Michigan and Huron, and is ap-
broximately 64 kilometers (40 miles)
southwest of the Canadian border. It
o Served locally by daytime-only AM
Station WIDG, licensed to petitioner,
e ——

‘Population figures are taken from the
1970 U8, Census,

Broadcast
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Channel 272A 1is assigned to St.
Ignace, but is presently unoccupied
and unapplied for.

3. Petitioner adserts that the area’s
principal business iIs tourism, with a
heavy influx of tourists into the
county during the summer and fall, in-
creasing the population well beyond
that estimated by the Census. The
area around St. Ignace Is classified as
rural by the Census Bureau.

4. Channel 275 could be assigned to
St. Ignace, Michigan, in conformity
with the minimum distance separation
requirements. One community,
Onaway (pop. 1,262), would be pre-
cluded as a result of the proposed as-
signment. However, petitioner has in-
dicated that an alternative Class A
channel is available for assignment
should the need arise.

5. Petitioner’s engineering analysis,
using Roanoke Rapids 9 F.C.C. 2d 672
(1967), and Anamosa and Iowa City,
Jowa, 46 F.C.C. 2d 520 (1974), criteria
indicates that, if Channel 275 were as-
signed and Channel 272A were de-
leted, an FM station operating with 39
kilowatts and antenna height of 70
meters (230 feet), as contemplated by
petitioner, would provide a first and
second FM and aural nighttime service
to 83 persons in a 67 square kilometer
(26 square miles) area and 373 persons
in a 215 square kilometer (83 square
miles) area, respectively.

6. In the Notice we pointed out that
in 1966, Channel 272A was assigned to
St. Ignace at the request of the peti-
tioner. Although petitioner at that
time stated its intent to apply for the
channel, it later realized construction
of a Class A facility could not be cost-
justified. In this proceeding petitioner
claims that a wide coverage Class C as-
signment would be able to obtain
enough revenue to make it financially
viable. Because of our concern as to
whether petitioner would be financial-
ly able to construct a station with the
proposed facilities, and whether funds
exist to sustain construction costs, we
requested petitioner to provide a real-
istic and convineing showing of its
commitment, indicating both intent
and ability to promptly provide FM
service, if authorized. Petitioner has
furnished adequate information which
persuades us that it is financially able
to construct and operate a station if it
is ultimately authorized to do so.

7. The proposed Channel 235 assign-
ment would provide for an FM station
which could render first and second
FM service as well as first and second
nighttime aural service to the area. In
this light, and since it has been shown
that there is an alternate channel
avallable for assignment to the com-
munity of Onaway, which is located in
the precluded area, we believe the
public interest would be served by the
proposed assignment.
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8. The Canadian Government has
given its concurrence to the proposed
assignment of Channel 275 to St.
Ignace, Michigan.

9. Authority for the action taken
herein is contained in Sections 4(i),
5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r) and 307(h) of
the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, and Section 0.281 of the
Commission’s Rules.

10. In view of the foregoing, IT IS
ORDERED, That effective February
19, 1979, §73.202(b) of the Commis-
sion’s Rules, the FM Table of Assign-
ments, as regards St. Ignace, Michi-
gan, IS AMENDED as follows:

City

St. Ignace, MIChIZAN i iiiivninsremississrer 215

11. It is further ordered, That this
_proceeding is terminated.
(Secs. 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066,
1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 307.)
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
WaLrace E, JOENSON,
Chief, Broadcast Bureau.
[FR Doc. 79-1771 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am])

[4910-60-M]
Title 49—Transportation

CHAPTER |—RESEARCH AND SPECIAL
PROGRAMS ADMINISTRATION
MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION
BUREAU, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

PART 171—GENERAL INFORMATION,
REGULATIONS, AND DEFINITIONS

PART 173—SHIPPERS—GENERAL RE-
QUIREMENTS FOR SHIPMENTS AND
PACKAGINGS

[Docket No. HM-22; Amdt. Nos. 171-43, 173-
126)

Matter Incorporated by Reference

AGENCY: Materials Transportation
Bureau, Research and Special Pro-
grams Administration, DOT.

"ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of these
amendments to §§171.7(d)3)(ii1) and
173.34(e)(10) of the Hazardous Materi-
als Regulations is to permit the use of
the updated edition of the Compressed
Gas Association's (CGA) Pamphlet C-
6 for visual Inspection of compressed
gas cylinders. In addition, these
amendments correct an inconsistency
existing between §§173.34(e)(5) and
173.34(e)(10). The intended effect of
these amendments is to improve proce-
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dures in the visual inspection of com-
pressed gas cylinders and to clarify the
time requirements for retention of cyl-
inder reinspection and retest records.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Upon publication
in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Douglas A. Crockett, Standards Divi-
sion, Office of Hazardous Materials
Regulation, Materials Transporta-
tion Bureau, 2100 Second Street
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590; 202/
426-2075.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On January 9, 1978, the Materials
Transportation Bureau (MTB) pub-
lished a notice of provosed rulemak-
ing, Docket HM-22, Notice 78-1 (43 FR
1369). The proposals contained in
Notice 78-1 were based on petitions for
rulemaking submitted by the CGA.
One petition requested an update to
§ 171.7(d)3)(ii), which incorporates by
reference CGA Pamphlet C-6 setting
out the standards for visual inspection
of compressed gas cylinders, from the
referenced 1968 edition to the 1975
edition. The CGA periodically reviews
its standards and publishes revisions
when clarification, improvement, or
additions are necessary. The revisions
made by CGA in the 1975 pamphlet
were coordinated with the MTB and it
was mutually agreed that each of the
changes was necessary. The notice
proposed to update the reference from
the 1968 edition of the pamphlet to
the 1975 edition.

The CGA also petitioned to amend
§ 173.34(e)(10) to eliminate an incon-
sistency between that paragraph and
paragraph (e)(5) with. respect to the
length of time cylinder reinspection
and retest records are to be retained.
Currently, §173.34(eX10) requires in-
spection results to be kept as a perma-
nent record, while paragraph (e)(5) re-
quires the owner or his authorized
agent to keep the records until expira-
tion of the retest period or until the
cylinder is reinspected or retested,
whichever occurs first. The notice pro-
posed to amend § 173.34(e)(10) to refer
to the retesting requirements of para-
graph (e)(5).

One commenter objected to the pro-
posed amendment to §171.7(d)3)iD)
on the grounds that paragraph 5.3.9.2
of CGA Pamphlet C-6 contains a
visual inspection procedure for high
pressure cylinders which the com-
menter considers inadequate and
unsafe, The commenter was advised
that the objectionable paragraph in
Pamphlet C-6 is not applicable to
§ 173.24(e)(10), the paragraph in which
the pamphlet is referenced and, there-
fore, the objection is not germane to
the proposed rulemaking. The com-
menter subsequently withdrew his ob-
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jection. Other comments submitted
were in support of the proposals.

In consideration of the foregoing,
Parts 171 and 173 of Title 49, Code of
Federal Regulations, are amended as
follows:

1. In §171.7 paragraph (d)3)i) is
amended by changing 1968 to read
“1975."

2. In §173.34 paragraph (e)(10) is
amended by revising the fourth sen-
tence to read as follows:

§173.34 Qualification, maintenance and

use of cylinders.

. - - . .

(e) L

(10) * * * Inspections shall be made
only by competent persons and the re-
sults shall be recorded on a suitable
data sheet, the completed copies
which shall be kept in accordance with
the requirements of paragraph (e)5)
of this section. * * *

AuTHORITY: (49 U.S.C.
1808; 49 CFR 1.53(¢).)

Note.—The Materials Transportation
Bureau has determined that this final
amendment will not have a major economic
impact under the terms of Executive Order
12044 and DOT implementing procedures
(43 FR 9582). A regulatory evaluation is
avalilable for review in the docket,

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Janu-
ary 5, 1979.

1803, 1804, 1806,

L. D. SANTMAN,
Director, Materials,
Transportation Bureau.

[FR Doc. 79-1482 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[4910-59-M]

CHAPTER V—NATIONAL HIGHWAY
TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRA-
TION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

[Docket No. LVM 77-05; Notice 3]

PART  531—PASSENGER  AUTO-
MOBILE AVERAGE FUEL ECONOMY
STANDARDS

Exemption From Average Fuel
Economy Standards

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, Department of
Transportation.

ACTION: Final decision to grant ex-
emption from average fuel economy
standards.

SUMMARY: This notice exempting
Excalibur Automobile Corp. (Excali-
bur) from the generally applicable
average fuel economy standard of 18.0
miles per gallon (mpg) for 1978 model
year passenger automobiles and estab-

lishing an alternative standard is
issued in response to a petition by Ex-
calibur. The alternative standard is
11.5 mpe.

DATE: The exemption and alternative
standard apply in the 1978 model year.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Douglas Pritchard, Office of Auto-
motive Fuel Economy Standards.
National Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration, Washington, .
20590 (202-755-9384).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA) is exempting
Excalibur from the generally applica-
ble passenger automobile average fuel
economy standard for the 1978 model
yvear and establishing an alternative
standard.

This exemption is issued under the
authority of section 502(c) of Title V
of the Act. Section 502(c) provides
that a manufacturer of passenger
automobiles that manufactures fewer
than 10,000 vehicles annually may be
exempted from the generally applica-
ble average fuel economy standard if
that generally applicable standard is
greater than the low volume manufac-
turer's maximum feasible average fuel
economy and if the NHTSA estab-
lishes an alternative standard applica-
ble to that manufacturer at the manu-
facturer's maximum feasible average
fuel economy. In determining the
manufacturer's maximum feasible
average fuel economy, section 502(e)
of the Aet requires the NHTSA to con-
sider:

(1) Technological feasibility;

(2) Economic practicability;

(3) The effect of other Federal
motor vehicle standards on fuel econo-
my,; and

(4) The need of the Nation to con-
serve energy.

This final rule was preceded by a
notice announcing the receipt of a pe-
tition for exemption from the 1978
standard (43 FR 19311; May 4, 1978)
and a proposed decision to grant an
exemption to Execalibur for the 1978
model year (43 FR 33268; July 31,
1978).

No comments were submitted in re-
sponse to the notice of receipt of the
petition.

Three comments were submitted in
response to the proposed decision. One
of these comments was submitted by 2
private citizen, who supported the pro-
posed exemption, because he believed
that Excalibur produced an excellent
product. The other two comments,
both of which opposed the proposed
exemption, were submitted by public
interest groups. The objections cen-
tered primarily on the suggestion that
the proposed exemption for Excalibur
was contrary to the Congressional

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 44, NO. 13—THURSDAY, JANUARY 18, 1979




intent, that the agency had erroneous-
ly determined Excalibur's maximum
feasible average fuel economy level,
and that even if Excalibur's maximum
feasible average fuel economy level
had correctly been determined, the
agency should use its discretion to
deny the requested exemption.

With regard to the first point, both
commenters stated that granting an
exemption to Excalibur would be con-
trary to the general Congressional
intent to improving fuel economy,
Congress, however, specifically includ-
ed a provision whereby low volume
manufacturers could be exempted
from the generally applicable standard
if that generally applicable standard
were greater than the low volume
manufacturer’'s maximum feasible
average fuel economy and the agency
establishes an alternative standard for
the low volume manufacturer at its
maximum feasible average fuel econo-
my level. The inclusion of ‘this provi-
sion strongly suggests that Congress
intended that, in some circumstances,
low volume manufacturers would be
exempted from the generally applica-
ble standard.,

One commenter went on to argue
that Congress had intended that the
low volume exemptions only be availa-
ble to manufacturers of moderately
priced cars, and not to manufacturers
of very expensive cars. In this com-
menter's view, the manufacturer of
Very expensive cars can pass on any
civil penalties to its customers in the
form of a price increase, and both
manufacturer and customer could con-
sider this as “conscience money''.

No legislative history supporting
this contention regarding Congression-
al intent is cited by the commenter or
known to this agency. Congress did
give the agency discretionary authori-
Ly to grant or deny petitions. However,
Congress did not direct the agency Lo
use the discretion to deny exemption
petitions by manufacturers of , high-
priced automobiles or to use it in any
other particular manner.

This commenter went on to urge
that there is no incentive for these low
volume manufacturers to improve fuel
fconomy, because an exemption can
pe expected. However, any exemption
I5 required to be accompanied by an al-
lernative standard set at that manu-
facturer’s maximum feasible average
fuel economy level. This will ensure
that these manufacturers must im-
brove their fuel economy, or pay a
civil penalty.

Both public interest groups asserted
that NHTSA had incorrectly deter-
Mmined Excalibur's maximum feasible
average fuel economy. One commenter
bointed out that had Excalibur adopt-
ed the Corvette engine in 1975, its
automobiles would have better fuel
ttonomy for the 1978 model year. This
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point is true, but, as the notice of re-
ceipt of Excalibur's petition pointed
out, the decision not to use the Cor-
vette engine was made because of
technical problems relating to the
placement of the catdlyst and the
costs of certifying that vehicle. This
decision was not clearly unreasonable
when made, and was made before the
passage of any fuel economy standards
by Congress. Accordingly, ithe determi-
nation of maximum feasible average
fuel economy for Excalibur was made
assuming that Excalibur was using the
engine currently in its vehicles, in-
stead of another engine it might have
installed in those vehicles. It should be
emphasized that the time for selecting
a different engine and improving the
fuel economy of 1978 Excaliburs has
passed.

Both of these commenters asserted
that the agency erred in suggesting
that the Nation's need to conserve
energy would be negligibly affected by
granting this exemption. However, nei-
ther of these commenters questioned
the agency estimate that Excalibur's
1978 automobiles achieving an average
fuel economy of 11.5 mpg rather than
18.0 mpg would result in the consump-
tion of an additional 2.5 barrels of fuel
per day. Since the United States cur-
rently consumes about 5 million bar-
rels of fuel in passenger automobiles
each day, the additional fuel con-
sumed by Excalibur achieving an aver-
age fuel economy of 11.5 mpg repre-
sents ,00005 percent of daily passenger
car fuel consumption. The agency
again concludes that this amount is in-
significant. In any event, NHTSA
again points out that no excess fuel is
used if Excalibur's standard is set at
its maximum feasible level instead of
some higher level.

Both commenters urged that even if
Excalibur’s excess use of fuel is minor,
the excess use by all low volume man-
ufacturers would not be minor. The
additional fuel consumption by all low
volume manufacturers who have peti-
tioned for exemption the 1978 model
year achieving their maximum feasi-
ble average fuel economy levels rather
than the generally applicable standard
of 18.0 mpg will amount to about 64
barrels of fuel per day. This total rep-
resents about .0013 percent of daily
passenger car fuel use, and is still
small enough for this agency to con-
clude that it is an insignificant
amount. More important, setting
standards above these manufacturer's
maximum feasible levels would not
result in additional fuel savings,

The final reason suggested by the
commenters for denying Excalibur's
petition .for exemption was that the
agency should exercise its discretion
to deny the petition on the grounds
that it is contrary to the general goal
of energy conservation and that an ex-
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emption would erode public support
for the fuel economy program. This
agency believes that the language in
section 502(c) specifying that the
agency may exempt low volume manu-
facturers indicates that Congress in-
tended this agency to apply a test of
whether granting an exemption would
be generally consistent with the pur-
poses of the Act. The main purpose of
the Act is conserving energy. Estab-
lishing standards above the maximum
feasible average fuel economy for Ex-
calibur would not conserve any energy,
since the alternative standard is based
on the premise that it is not possible
for Excalibur to achieve better fuel
economy than its maximum feasible
level.

As to the comments stating that an
exemption for Excalibur would endan-
ger public support for the program,
this agency does not agree that requir-
ing very small manufacturers like Ex-
calibur to comply with standards set
at their maximum feasible level in-
stead of the maximum feasible level
for larger manufacturers will necessar-
ily erode public support for the pro-
gram. Instead, the agency believes
that the process of exempting the very
small manufacturers will be viewed as
equitably adjusting the generally ap-
plicable fuel economy standards to the
lesser capabilities of these manufac-
turers.

For these reasons the agency had de-
termined that the maximum feasible
average fuel economy for Excalibur in
the 1978 model year is 11.5 mpg.
Therefore, this agency is exempting
Excalibur from the generally applica-
ble standard of 18.0 mpg for the 1978
model year and is establishing an al-
ternative standard for Excalibur at
11,5 mpg for the 1978 model year.

Accordingly, 49 CFR Part 531 is
amended by adding §531.5(b)5), to
read as set forth below,

§ 5315 Fuel economy standards,

- . L L -

(b) The following manufacturers
shall comply with the standards indi-
cated below for the specified model
years:

(¢ DA &

()%

(3) LR

(4) [Reserved]

(5) Excalibur Automobile Corp.

AvVERAGE FUEL ECONOMY STANDARD
Model year 1978, Miles per gallon 11,5,

The program official and attorney
principally responsible for the devel-
opment of this decision are Douglas
Pritchard and Stephen Kratzke, re-
spectively.

(Sec, 9, Pub. L. 89-670, 80 Stat. 931 (49
U.S.C. 1657) sec. 301, Pub, L. 94-163, 89
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Stat. 901 (15 U.S.C. 2002); delegation of au-

thority at 41 FR 25015, June 22, 1976.)
Issued on January 11, 1979.

JoanN CLAYBROOK,
Administrator.

[FR Doc. 79-1807 Filed 1-17-79 8:45 am]

[4910-59-M]

[Docket No. LVM 77-02; Notice 31

PART 531—PASSENGER  AUTO-
MOBILE AVERAGE FUEL ECONOMY
STANDARDS :

Exemption from Average Fuel
Economy Standards

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, Department of
Transportation.

ACTION: Final decision to grant ex-
emption from average fuel economy
standards.

SUMMARY: This notice exempting
Rolls-Royce Motors Inc. (Rolls-Royce)
from the generally applicable average
fuel economy standard of 18.0 miles
per gallon (mpg) for 1978 model year
passenger automobiles and establish-
ing an alternative standard is issued in
response to a petition by Rolls-Royce.
The alternative standard is 10.7 mpg.

DATE: The exemption and alternative
standard apply in the 1978 model year.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Douglas Pritchard, Office of Auto-
motive Fuel Economy Standards,
National Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration, Washington, D.C.
20590 (202-755-9384).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The National Traffic Safety Adminis-
tration (NHTSA) is exempting Rolls-
Royce from the generally applicable
passenger automobile average fuel
economy standard for the 1978 model
yvear and establishing an alternative
standard.

This exemption is issued under the
authority of section 502(c) of Title V
of the Act. Section 502(¢) provides
that a manufacturer of passenger
automobiles that manufactures fewer
than 10,000 vehicles annually may be
exempted from the generally applica-
ble average fuel economy standard if
that generally applicable standard is
greater than the low volume manufac-
turer’s maximum feasible average fuel
economy and if the NHTSA estab-
lishes an alternative standard applica-
ble to that manufacturer at the manu-
facturer’s maximum feasible average
fuel economy. In determining the
manufacturer's maximum feasible
average fuel economy, section 502(e)
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of the Act requires the NHTSA to con-
sider:

(1) Technological feasibility;

(2) Economic practicability;

(3) The effect of other Federal motor ve-
hicle standards on fuel ecohomy; and

(4) The need of the Nation to conserve
energy.

This final rule was preceded by a
notice announcing the receipt of a pe-
tition for exemption from the 1978
standard (42 FR 64171; December 22,

1977) and a proposed decision to grant -

an exemption to Rolls-Royce for the
1978 model year (43 FR 30081; July 13,
1978). Only one comment on the
notice of receipt was submitted. That
commenter urged that Rolls-Royece be
exempted “in the name of common
sense’’.

FEleven comments were received in
response to the proposed decision, all
of which opposed the proposed exemp-
tion. These comments raised three
main points: Congress never intended
that Rolls-Royce receive an exemp-
tion; the agency had incorrectly deter-
mined the maximum feasible average
fuel economy for Rolls-Royce; and
even if Rolls-Royce were eligible and
had a maximum feasible average fuel
economy of less than the generally ap-
plicable standard of 18.0 miles per
gallon (mpg), NHTSA should use its
discretion to deny the Rolls-Royce pe-
tition.

With respect to the first point, sev-
eral commenters stated that it was
unfair for some manufacturers to be
forced to comply with a standard of 18
mpg, while others were exempted
from that requirement. Congress de-
termined, however, through section
502(c) of the Act, to authorize this
agency to exempt low volume manu-
facturers from the generally applica-
ble standard and establish a standard
for those manufacturers at the level of
their maximum feasible average fuel
economy. Congress took this action in
recognition of a variety of factors, in-
cluding the limited engineering staff
and financial resources of these manu-
facturers. Low volume manufacturers
can be exempted from the generally
applicable standards only if they
cannot comply with those standards,
and if alternative standards are set.

Other commenters said that the
agency should require fuel economy
improvements by all manufacturers,
not permit certain manufacturers to
ignore the generally applicable fuel
economy standards. The agency is re-
quiring all exempted manufacturers to
comply with an alternative standard
set at their maximum feasible average
fuel economy. A requirement that
these manufacturers achieve some
higher fuel economy level would not
save any additional fuel, since the al-
ternative standard is based on the
premise that it is not possible for a

manufacturer to achieve a higher fuel
economy level. Hence, exempting low
volume manufacturers from the gener-
ally applicable standards and estab-
lishing an alternative standard at
their maximum feasible level does not
result in any additional use of fuel,

In this vein, one other commenter
suggested that Congress had intended
that the low volume exemptions only
be available to manufacturers of mod-
erately priced cars, and not to manu-
facturers of very expensive cars. In
this commenter's view, the manufac-
turer of very expensive cars can pass
on any civil penalties to its customers
in the form of a price increase. Given
the price of these cars, this com-
menter concluded that the increase
would not cause any noticeable de-
crease in sales, while an exemption
would only serve to keep prices down
for the purchasers of these expensive
vehicles.

No legislative history supporting
this contention regarding Congression-
al intent is cited by the commenter or
known to this agency. Congress did
give the agency discretionary authori-
ty to grant or deny petitions. However,
Congress did not direct the agency to
use that discretion to deny exemption
petitions by manufacturers of high-
priced automobiles or to use it in any
other particular manner,

Other comments suggested that it
was unfair to grant exemptions only to
foreign companies, while requiring all
domestic companies to comply with
the generally applicable standard.
Both domestic and foreign low volume
manufacturers are eligible for exemp-
tions. Indeed, the first two low volume
manufacturers to receive exemptions
were domestic manufacturers, Avanti
and Checker.

The second major objection raised
by the c¢ommenters concerned this
agency's determination of the maxi-
mum feasible average fuel economy
for Rolls-Royce. No commenters sug-
gested that the consideration of tech-
nological feasibility or the effect of
other Federal motor vehicle standards
on fuel economy had been in error. In
this connection, it should be empha-
sized that the time for improving the
fuel economy of 1978 Rolls-Royces has
passed. However, several commenters
stated that this agency had not prop-
erly considered the economic practica-
bility or the need of the Nation to con-
Serve energy. .

One commenter argued that this
agency had not considered the ability
of Rolls-Royce to pay the civil penalty
which would be assessed if Rolls-
Royce failed to comply with the
higher generally applicable standard.
The agency agrees that it has confined
itself under section 502(¢) to an analy-
sis of the financial capabilities of the
petitioner to improve fuel economy by
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using smaller engines, lighter compo-
nents, and the like, and does not con-
sider the ability to absorb any poten-
tial civil penalties.

The reason for so limiting the analy-
sis of economic practicability in set-
ting alternative standards for individu-
al manufacturers is that the agency
believes that Congress intended the
maximum feasible concept to result in
an alternative set at the highest aver-
age fuel economy level a manufacturer
could reasonably be expected to
achieve in a given model year. If the
ability to pay any civil penalty is con-
sidered as a part of economic practica-
bility for an individual manufacturer,
the resulting standard would be
higher than the highest fuel economy
level the manufacturer could achieve
in that model year, and thus would
impose an unavoidable civil penalty.
This would not conserve any addition-
al fuel since it would not cause that
manufacturer to achieve higher fuel
economy and would not apply to other
manufacturers whose fuel economy
could exceed the fuel economy of that
manufaeturer. Accordingly, the
agency does not believe that Congress
intended the ability to pay a civil pen-
alty to be a part of economic practica-
bility under these circumstances.

Other commenters suggested that
NHTSA’s determination that the need
of the Nation to conserve energy
would be negligibly affected by grant-
ing this exemption was erroneous. For
instance, one commenter stated that it
was unfair to consider exempting

Rolls-Royce because of the insignifi- -

cant amount of fuel involved, and
compared this to a proposal allowing
Cadillac drivers to drive at whatever
speed they chose while requiring driv-
eérs of all other cars to observe posted
speed limits, because of the small
number of Cadillacs on the road. Con-
eress has already decided the issue of
rmrmras‘ by authorizing the exemp-
tions of lowsvolume manufacturers.
Further, the Act specifically directs
lhf:lagency to consider the nged of the
nation to conserve energy, and when
thal need is negligibly affected by a
given fuel economy, the agency must
give weight to that fact,

None of these comments questioned
the agency estimate that Rolls-Royce
1978 automobiles achieving an average
fuel economy level of 10.7 mpg rather
than 1'8.0 mpg would result in the con-
Sumption of an additional 30.4 barrels
Of fuel per day. Since the United
States currently uses about 5 million
barrels of fuel in passenger auto-
mobiles each day, the additional fuel
tonsumed by Rolls-Royce represents
00061 percent of daily fuel consump-
tion. The agency concludes that an
amount, this small is insignificant.

The final reason suggested by the
Commenters for denying an exemption

RULES AND REGULATIONS

for Rolls-Royce was that the agency
should exercise its discretion to deny
the exemption request on the grounds
that it is contrary to the goal of
energy conservation and will erode
public support for the fuel economy
program. This agency believes that
the language in section 502(c) specify-
ing that this agency may exempt low
volume manufacturers indicates that
Congress intended this agency to
apply a test of whether granting an
exemption would be generally consist-
ent with the purposes of the Act. The
main purpose of the Act is conserving
energy. Establishing standards above
the maximum feasible average fuel
economy levels for Rolls-Royce would
not conserve any additional energy,
since the alternative standard is based
on the premise that it is not possible
for the company to achieve better fuel
economy than the maximum feasible
level.

As to the comments stating that ex-
emptions would endanger public sup-
port for the fuel economy program,
this agency does not agree that requir-
ing very small manufacturers like
Rolls-Royce to comply with standards
set at their maximum feasible level in-
stead of the maximum feasible level
for larger manufacturers will necessar-
ily erode public support for the pro-
gram. Instead, the agency believes
that the processs of exempting the
very. small manufacturers will be
viewed as equitably adjusting the gen-
erally applicable fuel economy stand-
ards to the lesser capabilities of these
manufacturers.

For the above reasons, the agency
has determined that the maximum
feasible average fuel economy for
Rolls-Royce in the 1978 model year is
10.7 mpg. Therefore, the agency is
exempting Rolls-Royce from the gen-
erally applicable standard of 18.0 mpg
for the 1978 model year and establish-
ing an alternative standard for Rolls-
Royce at 10.7 mpg for the 1978 model
year.

Accordingly, 49 CFR Part 531 is
amended by § 531.5(b)(2) to read as set
forth below.

§531.5 Fuel economy standards.

(b) The following manufacturers
shall comply with the standards indi-
cated below for the specified model
years:

(2) Rolls-Royce Motors Inc.

AVERAGE FUEL ECONOMY STANDARD

Model year, 1978.
Miles per gallon, 10.9.

The program official and attorney
principally responsibile for the devel-
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opment of this decision are Douglas
Pritchard and Stephen Kratzke, re-
spectively.

AvuTHORITY: Sec. 9, Pub. L. 89-670, 80 Stat.
931 (49 U.S.C. 1657); sec, 301, Pub. L. 94-163,
89 Stat. 801 (15 U.S.C. 2002); delegation of,
authority at 49 FR 25015, June 22, 1976,

Issued on JANUARY 11, 1979,

JoAN CLAYBROOK,
Administrator.

(FR Doc. 79-1808 Filed 1-17-79: 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE
COMMERCE COMMISSION

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND
REGULATIONS

[Service Order No. 1327, Amdt. No. 1]
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

Brillion & Forest Junction Railroad Co.
Avuthorized To Operate Over

Tracks Abandoned by Chicago & °
North Western Transportation Co.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order, Amend-
ment No. 1 to Service Order No. 1327.

SUMMARY: The Chicago & North
Western Transportation Co. (CNW), in
Docket AB-1 Sub. No. 52, has been au-
thorized to abandon its line between
Rosemer, Wisconsin, and Forest Junc-
tion, Wisconsin. A new railroad, the
Brillion and Forest Junction, has been
formed by a group of shippers located
in Brillion, Wisconsin, to acquire and
operate that portion of the line aban-
doned by the CNW between Brillion
and Forest Junction. Service Order
No. 1327 authorizes the Brillion and
Forest Junction to operate that por-
tion of the line in order to provide un-
interrupted rail service to shippers lo-
cated at Brillion. Service Order No.
1327 is printed in full in Volume 43 of
the FEpErRAL REGISTER at page 22212.
Amendment No. 1 extends the order
for six months,

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m,, January
15, 1979. Expires 11:59 p.m., July 15,
1979.

FOR FURTHER
CONTACT:

Charles C, Robinson, Chief, Utiliza-
tion and Distribution Branch, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C., 20423, Telephone (202)
275-7840, Telex 89-2742.

Decided: January 10, 1979.

INFORMATION
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Upon further consideration of Serv-
ice Order No. 1327 (43 FR 22212), and
good cause appearing therefor:

It is ordered, that §1033.1327 Bril-
lion & Forest Junction Railroad Co.
authorized to operate over tracks
abandoned by Chicago & North West-
ern Transportation Co.

Service Order No. 1327 is amended
by substituting the following para-
graph (f) for paragraph (f) thereof:

(f) Expiration date. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
July 15, 1979, unless otherwise modi-
fied, changed or suspended by order of
this Commission.

Effective dalte. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m.,
January 15, 1979,

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

H. G. HOMME, JR.,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 79-1831 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

[Service Order No. 1339, Amdt, No. 11
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

Chicago, Milwaukee, 5t. Paul & Pacif-
ic Railroad Co. Authorized To Op-
erate Over Tracks of Union Pacific
Railroad Co.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order, Amend-
ment No. 1 to Service Order No. 1339.

SUMMARY: Due to deteriorated track
conditions between Maytown, Wash-
ington, and Helsing Junction, Wash-
ington, the Chicago, Milwaukee, St.
Paul and Pacific Railroad Company is
unable to centinue service over that
line, Service Order No. 1339 authorizes
that railroad to operate over tracks of
the Union Pacific Rallroad Company
between Blakeslee Junction Inter-
locker, Washington, and Helsing Junc-
tion, Washington. The Order is print-
ed in full in Volume 43 of the FEDERAL
REGISTER at page 43718. Amendment
No. 1 extends the order until July 15,
1979.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., January
15, 1979. Expires 11:59 p.m., July 15,
1979. >

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

C. C. Robinson, Chief, Utilization
and Distribution Branch, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C., 20423, Telephone (202)
275-7840, Telex 89-2742.

Decided: January 10, 1979.

Upon further consideration of Serv-
ice Order No. 1339 (43 FR 43719), and
good cause appearing therefor:

It is ordered, that § 1033.1339 Chica-
go, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific
Railroad Company authorized to oper-
ate over tracks of Union Pacific Rail-
road Company, Service Order No. 1339
is amended by substituting the follow-
ing paragraph (e) for paragraph (e)
thereof:

(e) Expiration dale. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
July 15, 1979, unless otherwise modi-
fied, changed or suspended by order of
this Commission.

Ejffective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m.,
January 15, 1979.

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission, at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E, Burns,
Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael.

H. G, HOMME, Jr.,
Secretary.
[FR Doc, 79-1815 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

[Service Order No. 1331, Amdt. No. 1]
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

South Central Tennessee Railroad Co.
Authorized To Operate Over
Tracks Abandoned by Louisville &
Nashville Railroad Co.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order, Amend-
ment No. 1 to Service Order No. 1331,

SUMMARY: The Louisville and Nash-
ville Railroad Company (LN), in
Docket AB-2 (Sub-No. 5), has been au-
thorized to abandon its line between
Colesburg, Tennessee, and Hohenwald,
Tennessee. A new railroad, the South
Central Tennessee Railroad Company,
has been formed to acquire and oper-
ate this line. Service Order No. 1331
authorizes the South Central Tennes-
see Railroad Company to operate that
portion of the line in order to provide
uninterrupted rail service to shippers
located on this line. The order is print-
ed in full in Volume 43 of the FEDERAL
REGISTER at page 29126. Amendment
No. 1 extends the order for six
months.

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., January
15, 1979. Expires 11:59 p.m., July 15,
1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Charles C. Robinson, Chief, Utiliza-
tion and Distribution Branch, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C., 20423, Telephone (202)
275-7840, Telex 89-2742.

Decided: January 10 1979.

Upon further consideration of Serv-
ice Order No. 1331 (43 FR 29126), and
good cause appearing therefor:

It is ordered, That § 1033.1331 South
Central Tennessee Railroad Company
authorized to operate over Ulracks
abandoned by Louisville and Nashville
Railroad Company

Service order No. 1331 is ameénded by
substituting the following paragraph
(f) for paragraph (f) thereof:

(f) Expiration date. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
July 15, 1979, unless otherwise modi-
fied, changed or suspended by order of
this Commission.

Effective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m..
January 15, 1979.

(49 U.8.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission, at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns
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Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael.

H. G. HoMMmE, Jr.,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 79-1830 Filed 1-17-79: 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

[Service Order No. 1325, Amdt. No. 2]}
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe
Railway Co. Authorized To Oper-

ate Unit-Grain Train Comprised of
60 Cars

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order (Amend-
ment No. 2 to Service Order No. 1325).

SUMMARY: There is a severe short-
age of both covered hopper cars and
locomotives on the Atchison, Topeka
and Santa Fe Railroad (ATSF) for
transporting shipments of grain and
related commodities. Service Order
No. 1325 authorizes the ATSF to waive
cerfain tariff requirements requiring
the shipment of 75 carloads of grain in
a single train and to apply in lieu
thereof a minimum weight of 5,700 net
tons per shipment in not to exceed 60
cars from ATSF origins in rate zone F
and west to California destinations.
The reduced train size will enable the
ATSF to make a more equitable distri-
bution of its eovered hopper cars and
Lo secure more efficient utilization of
its locomotives. Service Order No. 1325
Is published in full in volume 43 of the
FeperaL REeGISTER at page 19396.
Amendment No. 2 extends the order
until May 15, 1979.

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., January

%2;191979. Expires 11:59 p.m., May 15,

FOR FURTHER
CONTACT:

C. C. Robinson, Chief, Utilization
and Distribution Branch, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423. Telephone (202)
275-7840. Telex 89-2742.

Decided: January 10, 1979.

. Upon further consideration of Serv-
ice Order No. 1325 (43 FR 19396 and
39103), and good cause appearing
therefor:

It is ordered, That § 1033.1325 The
Alchison, Topeka and Sante Fe Rail-
Way Company authorized to operate
u'mt,-.gmiu train comprised of 60 cars,
§<‘r\'|gze Order No. 1325 is amended by
Substituting the following paragraph
(€) for paragraph (e) thereof:

(&) Ezpiration dale. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
May 15, 1979, unless otherwise modi-

INFORMATION
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fied, changed or suspended by order of
this Commission.

Effective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m.,
January 15, 1979.

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federa] Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns,
Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael.

H. G. HomMmE, Jr.,
Secrelary.

[FR Deoc. 79-1816 Filed 1-7-79; 8:45.am]

[7035-01-M]

fAmdt. No. 1 to Service Order No. 13361
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

MISSOURI-KANSAS-TEXAS RAIL-
ROAD CO. AUTHORIZED TO OPER-
ATE OVER TRACKS OF ST. LOUIS-
SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY CO.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order Amend-
ment No. 1 to Service Order No. 1336.

SUMMARY: Due to deteriorated track
conditions between Labette, Kansas,
and Columbus, Kansas, Missouri-
Kansas-Texas Railroad Company is
unable to continue operation over this
line, Service Order No. 1336 authorizes
that railroad to operate over tracks of
the St. Louis-San Francisco Railway
Company between Oswego, Kansas,
and Columbus, Kansas. The order is
printed in full in Volume 43 of the
FEDERAL REGISTER at page 40020,
Amendment No. 1 extends the order
until July 31, 1979,

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., January
15, 1979. Expires 11:59 p.m., July 31,
1979.

FOR FURTHER
CONTACT:

Charles C. Robinson, Chief, Section
of Rail and Pipeline Operations, Uti-
lization and Distribution Branch, In-
terstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D.C., 20423, Telephone
(202) 275-7840. Telex 89-2742.

INFORMATION
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Decided: January 10, 1979,

Upon further consideration of Serv-
icé Order No. 1336 (43 FR 40020), and
good cause appearing therefor:

It is ordered, that § 1033.1336 Mis-
souri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Compa-
ny authorized to operale over tracks of
St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Com-
pany, Service Order No. 1336 is
amended by substituting the following
paragraph (e) for paragraph (e) there-
of:

(e) Expiration date. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
July 31, 1979, unless otherwise modi-
fied, changed or suspended by order of
this Commissiorn.

Effective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.um.,
January 15, 1979.

(49 U.8.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126))

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission, at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns,

Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael.

H. G. HomwmE, Jr.,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 79-1819 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am)

[7035-011-M]

[Amdt. No. 2 to Service Order No. 1294]
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

INDIANA INTERSTATE RAILWAY CO.,
INC., AUTHORIZED TO OPERATE
OVER TRACKS OWNED BY THE
CITY OF BICKNELL, IND.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order (Amend-
ment No. 2 to Service Order No. 1294).

SUMMARY: Service Order No. 1294
authorizes the Indiana Interstate Rail-
way Company, Inc., to operate over 1.1
miles of track leased from the City of
Bicknell, Indiana, in order to provide
essential railroad service to industries
served by that track. Amendment No.
2 extends this order until July 15,
1979. The order is printed in full in
Volume 43 of the FEDERAL REGISTER at
page 1092,
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DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., January
15, 1979. Expires 11:59 p.m., July 15,
1979.

FOR FURTHER
CONTACT:

C. C. Robinson, Chief, Utilization
and Distribution Branch, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423. Telephone (202)
275-7840. Telex 89-2742.

Decided: January 10, 1979.

Upon further consideration of Serv-
ice Order No. 1294 (43 F.R. 1092 and
29007), and good cause appearing
therefor:

It is ordered, that § 1033.1294 Indi-
ana Interstate Railway Company,
Ine., authorized to operate over tracks
owned by the City of Bicknell, Indi-
ana, Service Order No. 1294 is amend-
ed by substituting the following para-
graph (f) for paragraph (f) thereof:

(f) Expiration date. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
July 15, 1979, unless otherwise modi-
fied, changed or suspended by order of
this Commission.

Effective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m.,
January 15, 1979.

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns,
Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael.

INFORMATION

H. G. HOMME, Jr.,
Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 79-1820 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

[Second Revised Service Order No. 1323]
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

DISTRIBUTION OF FREIGHT CARS

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order Second
Revised Order No. 1323.

SUMMARY: There is a shortage of
tri-level auto rack flat cars on the
Union Pacific Railroad (UP) for the
shipment of automobiles. Bi-level auto

RULES AND REGULATIONS

rack cars are available to this railroad
but cannot be used because of tariff
provisions requiring the use of tri-level
cars. Second Revised Service Order
No. 1323 authorizes the UP to substi-
tute three bi-level cars for each two
tri-level cars ordered by shippers for
transporting automobiles.

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., January
15, 1979. Expires 11:589 p.m., May 31,
1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

C. C. Robinson, Chief, Utilization
and Distribution Branch, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423. Telephone (202)
275-7840. Telex 89-2742.

Decided: January 10, 1979.

There are shortages of tri-level
multi-level auto rack flat cars on the
Union Pacific Railroad Company (UP)
required to transport automobiles sub-
ject to tariff restrictions requiring the
use of such tri-level cars. This railroad
has available supplies of bi-level cars
of similar types which could be used
for transporting these automobiles if
tariff provisions permitted. The eco-
nomic loss suffered by shippers de-
pendent upon the UP for their ear
supplies can be alleviated by the sub-
stitution of bi-level cars for tri-level
cars at the ratio of three bi-level cars
for each two tri-level cars ordered.

In the opinion of the Commission,
present regulations and practices with
respect to the use of supply of auto
rack flat cars are ineffective to over-
come these shortages of auto rack flat
cars and an emergency exists requiring
immediate action. Accordingly, the
Commission finds that notice and
public procedure are impracticable
and contrary to the public interest,
and that good cause exists for making
this order effective upon less than
thirty days' notice.

It is ordered,

§1033.1323 Distribution of frieght cars.

*(a) Subject to the concurrence of
the shipper the Union Pacific Railroad
Company (UP) may substitute three
bi-level auto rack flat cars, listed in
the Official Railway Equipment Regis-
ter, I.C.C.-R.E.R. No. 409, issued by W.
J. Trezise, or successive issues thereof,
as having mechanical designation
“FA" for each two tri-level auto rack
flat cars ordered by the shipper for
transporting automobiles.

(b) The provisions of this order shall
apply to intrastate, interstate and for-
eign commerce.

(¢) Rates and Minimum Weights Ap-
plicable. The rates to be applied to
shipments for which three bi-level cars
have been substituted for two tri-level

* St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Compa-
ny deleted.

cars ordered as authorized by Section
(a) of this order shall be the rates ap-
plicable to the larger cars ordered.
The minimum weight to be applied to
each group of three bi-level cars sub-
stituted for two tri-level cars shall be
the combined minimum weights appli-
cable to the two tri-level cars ordered.

(d) Billing to be Endorsed. The carri-
er substituting smaller cars for larger
cars as authorized by Section (a) of
this order shall place the following en-
dorsement on the bill of lading and on
the waybills authorizing movement of
the car:

Two tri-level cars ordered. Three bi-level
cars furnished authority I.C.C. Second Re-
vised Service Order No. 1323,

(e) Exception. This order shall not
apply to shipments subject to tariff
provisions which require that cars be
furnished by the shipper.

(f) Exceptions. Exceptions to this
order may be authorized to railroads
by the Railroad Service Board, Wash-
ington, D. C. 20423. Requests for such
exception must be submitted in writ-
ing, or confirmed in writing, and must
clearly state the points at which such
exceptions are requested and the
reason therefor,

(g) Rules and Regulations Suspend-
ed. The operation of all rules, regula-
tions, or tariff provisions is suspended
insofar as they conflict with the provi-
sions of this order.

(h) Effective date. This order shall
become effective at 11:59 p.m., Janu-
ary 15, 1979.

(i) Expiration date. This order shall
expire at 11:59 p.m., May 31, 1979,
unless otherwise modified, changed or
suspended by order of this Commis-
sion.

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

This order shall be served upon the
Association of American Railroads.
Car Service Division, as agent of the
railroads subscribing to the car service
and car hire agreement under the
terms of that agreement and upon thf’
American Short Line Railroad Associ-
ation. Notice of this order shall pe
given to the general public by deposit-
ing a copy in the Office of the Secre-
tary of the Commission at Washing-
ton, D.C., and by filing a copy with the
Director, Office of the Federal Regis-
ter.

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns
Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael.

H. G. HoMME, JT.
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 79-1821 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]
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[7035-01-M]

[Amdt. No. 4 to Service Order No. 13161
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

CHICAGO AND NORTH WESTERN
TRANSPORTATION CO. AUTHOR-
IZED TO OPERATE OVER TRACKS
OF CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST.
PAUL AND PACIFIC RAILROAD CO.
AT APPLETON, WIS.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order (Amend-
ment, No. 4 to Service Order No. 1316).

SUMMARY: The tracks of the Chica-
go, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific
Railroad Company (MILW) between
Menasha, Wisconsin, and Appleton,
Wisconsin, have deteriorated and can
no longer be used forcing the termina-
tion of rail service to shippers in Ap-
pleton served by the MILW. The Chi-
cago and North Western Transporta-
lion Company (CNW) connects with
the MILW in Appleton and is able to
provide service to those shippers by
operations over the tracks of the
MILW in Appleton. Service Qrder No.
1316 authorizes the CNW to operate
over tracks of the MILW in Appleton,
Wisconsin for the purpose of providing
continued railroad service to shippers
served by those tracks. Service Order
No. 1316 is published in full in Volume
43 of the FepEraL REGISTER at page
14668. Amendment No. 4 extends this
order until July 15, 1979.

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., January

}g 1979. Expires 11:59 p.m., July 15,
979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

C. C. Robinson, Chief, Utilization
and Distribution Branch, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423. Telephone (202)
275-7840. Telex 89-2742.

Decided: January 10, 1979.

.‘Upon further consideration of Serv-
Ice Order No. 1316 (43 F.R. 14668,
28497, 39796 and 51024), and good
Cause appearing therefor:

It 15 ordered, that § 1033.1316 Chi-
Ctgo and North Western Transporta-
lion. Company authorized to operate
over Lracks of Chicago, Milwaukee, St.
Paul and Pacific Railroad Company
at Appleton, Wisconsin, Service Order
No. 1316 is amended by substituting
the following paragraph (e) for para-
graph (e) thereof:
<e)AE.rpiration date. The provisions
of this order shaill expire at 11:59 p.m,,
July 15, 1979, unless otherwise modi-

fied, changed or suspended by order of
this Commission,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Effective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m.,
January 15, 1979.

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns,
Robert 8. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael.

H. G. HommEe, Jr.,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 79-1822 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

[Service Order No. 13521
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

CHICAGO & NORTH WESTERN
TRANSPORTATION CO. AUTHOR-
IZED TO OPERATE OVER TRACKS
OF CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST.
PAUL & PACIFIC RAILROAD CO. AT
FOND DU LAC, WIS.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission,

ACTION: Emergency Order Service
Order No. 1352.

SUMMARY: The lines of the Chicago,
Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Rail-
road Company (MILW) serving Fond
du Lac, Wisconsin, are inoperable be-
cause of heavy snow at this location,
which is depriving industries located
adjacent to the MILW tracks at this
location of railroad service. Service
Order No. 1352 authorizes the Chicago
apd North Western Transpertation
Company to operate over tracks of the
MILW in Fond du Lae in order to re-
store railroad service to these ship-
pers,

DATES: Effective 3:00 p.m., January
12, 1979. Expires 11:59 p.m., January
19, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

C. C. Robinson, Chief, Utilization
and Distribution Branch, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C., 20423. Telephone (202)
275-7840, Telex 89-2742.

3715

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Order is printed in full below.

Decided: January 12, 1979.

The lines of the Chicago, Milwau-
kee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad
Company (MILW) serving Fond du
Lac, Wisconsin, have become inopera-
ble because of heavy snow. Numerous
shippers located adjacent to the tracks
of the MILW have been deprived of es-
sential railroad service because of the
inability of the MILW to switch the
industries at Fond du Lac. The Chica-
go and North Western Transportation
Company (CNW) has agreed to oper-
ate over the tracks of the MILW at
Fond du Lac in order to restore essen-
tial railroad service to these shippers.
The MILW has consented to such use
of its tracks by the CNW.

It is the opinion of the Commission
that an emergency exists requiring the
operation of CNW trains over these
tracks of the MILW in the interest of
the publie; that notice and public pro-
cedure are impracticable and contrary
to the publie interest; and that good
cause exists for making this order ef-
fective upon less than thirty days'
notice,

It is ordered, that § 1033.1352 Chica-
go and North Western Transportation _
Company authorized to operate over
tracks of Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul
and Pacific Railroad Company at
Fond du Lac, Wisconsin.

(a) The Chicago and Neorth Western
Transportation Company (CNW) is
authorized to operate over tracks of
the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and
Pacific Railroad Company (MILW) at
Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, for the pur-
pose of serving industries located adja-
cent to such tracks.

(b) Application. The provisions of
this order shall apply to intrastate, in-
terstate and foreign traffic.

(c) Rales applicable. Inasmuch as
this operation by the CN'W over tracks
of the MILW is deemed to be due to
carrier’s disability, the rates applicable
to traffic moved by the CNW over the
tracks of the MILW shall be the rates
which were applicable on the ship-
ments at the time of shipment as origi-
nally routed.

(d) Effective date. This order shall
become effective at 3:00 p.m., January
12, 1979.

(e) Expiration dale. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
January 19, 1979, unless otherwise
modified, changed or suspended by
order of this Commission.

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-111286).)

This order shall be served upon the
Association of American Railroads,
Car Service Division, as agent of all
railroads subscribing to the car service
and car hire agreement under the
terms of that agreement and upon the
American Short Line Railroad Associ-
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ation. Notice of this order shall be
given to the general public by deposit-
ing a copy in the Office of the Secre-
tary of the Commission at Washing-
ton, D.C., and by filing a copy with the
Director, Office of the Federal Regis-
ter,

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns,
Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael. Member John R. Michael not
participating.

H. G. HomMmE, Jr.,
Secretary.
[FR Doe. 79-1823 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

[Amdt. Neo. 2 to Revised Service Order No.
1318)

PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

REGULATIONS FOR RETURN OF
HOPPER CARS

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.
ACTION: Emergency Order. Amend-

ment No. 2 to Revised Service Order
No. 1318.

SUMMARY: There is a severe short-
age of hopper cars on twelve railroads
named in Revised Service Order No.
1318. These carriers own large fleets of
these cars. Because of traffic flow pat-
terns, substantial numbers of these
cars are shipped to points located on
the lines of other railroads and must
be returned promptly to the car
owners for reloading. Amendment No.
2 extends this order for six months.
The order is printed in full in Volume
43 of the FEDERAL REGISTER at page
17360.

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., January
15, 1979. Expires 11:59 p.m., July 15,
1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Charles  C. Robinson, Chief, Utiliza-
tion and Distribution Branch, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C., 20423, Telephone (202)
275-7840, Telex 89-2742,

Decided January 10, 1979.

Upon further consideration of Re-
vised Service Order No. 1318 (43 FR
17360 and 29008), and good cause ap-
pearing therefore:

It is ordered, that § 1033.1318 Regu-
lations for return of hopper cars, Re-
vised Service Order No. 1318 is amend-
ed by substituting the following para-
graph (g) for paragraph (g) thereof:

(g) Expiration date. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
July 15, 1979, unless otherwise modi-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

fied, changed or suspended by order of
this Commission.

Effective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m,,
January 15, 1979.

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns,
Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael.

H. G. HoMME, Jr.,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 79-1824 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

[Amdt, No. 3 to Service Order No. 1270]
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO RAILWAY
COMPANY AUTHORIZED TO OPER-
ATE OVER TRACKS ABANDONED
BY GRAND TRUNK WESTERN RAIL-
ROAD COMPANY

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order. Amend-
ment No. 3 to Service Order No. 1270.

SUMMARY: Service Order No. 1270
authorizes The Chesapeake and Ohio
Railway Company to operate over ap-
proximately 0.6 miles of track author-
ized to be abandoned by the Grand
Trunk Western Railroad, between Fer-
rysburg, Michigan, and Grand Haven,
Michigan. The trackage involved Iis
owned by the Grand Trunk Western
but is used as an integral part of The
Chesapeake and Ohio’s line between
Holland, Michigan, and Muskegon,
Michigan. The order also authorizes
The Chesapeake and Ohio to operate
over an additional 0.2 miles of track
abandoned by the Grand Trunk West-
ern in order to provide continued rail
service to a shipper located adjacent to
those tracks. The amendment extends
the order for six months. The order is
printed in full in Volume 42 of the
FEDERAL REGISTER at page 38379.

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m,, January
15, 1979. Expires 11:59 p.m., July 15,
1979.

FOR FURTHER
CONTACT:

Charles C. Robinson, Chief, Utiliza-
tion and Distribution Branch, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C., 20423, Telephone (202)
275-7840, Telex 89-2742.

Decided January 10, 1979.

Upon further consideration of Serv-
ice Order No. 1270 (42 FR 38379, 43
FR 2725 and 36639), and good cause
appearing therefor:

It is ordered, that §1033.1270 The
Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Compa-
ny authorized to operate over tracks
abandoned by Grand Trunk Western
Railroad Company, Service Order No.
1270 is amended by substituting the
following paragraph (c¢) for paragraph
(c) thereof:

(¢) Expiration date. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
July 15, 1979, unless otherwise modi-
fied, changed or suspended by order of
this Commission.

Effective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m,,
January 15, 1979.

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns,
Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael.

INFORMATION

H. G. HOMME, Jr.,
Secretary.

[FR Doc 79-1825 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]
[Amdt. No. 3 to Service Order No. 1275]
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

ERIE WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY
AUTHORIZED TO OPERATE OVER
TRACKS ABANDONED BY CON-
SOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order. Amend-
ment No. 3 to Service Order No. 1275.

SUMMARY: Service Order No. 1275
authorizes Erie Western Raflway Com-
pany (EW) to operate over the former
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Erie Lackawanna (EL) line between
Hammond and Decatur, Indiana, via
North Judson, Indiana. Operation by
the EW over these tracks of the
former EL is necessary to provide rail
service to shippers located adjacent to
the line. Amendment No. 3 extends
the order until July 15, 1979. Service
Order No. 1275 is published in full in
Volume 42 of the FEDERAL REGISTER at
page 48882.

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., January
15, 1979. Expires 11:58 p.m., July 15,
1979.

FOR FURTHER
CONTACT:

Charles C. Robinson, Chief, Section
of Rail and Pipeline Operations, Uti-
lization and Distribution Branch, In-
terstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D.C., 20423, Telephone
(202) 275-7840, Telex 89-2742.

Decided January 10, 1979.

Upon further consideration of Serv-
ice Order No. 1275 (42 FR 48882, 43
FR 2395 and 31014), and good cause
appearing therefor;

It is ordered, that §1033.1275 The
Erie Western Railway Company au-
thorized to operate over tracks aban-
doned by Consolidated Rail Corpora-
tion, Service Order No. 1275 is amend-
ed by substituting the following para-
graph (f) for paragraph (f) thereof:

() Expiration date. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
July 15, 1979, unless otherwise modi-

INFORMATION

fied, changed or suspended by order of 3

this Commission.

Effective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m.,
January 15, 1979.

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

A copy of this amendment shall be
served upon the Association of Ameri-
can Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
anc} upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral. public by depositing a copy in the
Offlge of the Secretary of the Com-
mission at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Sery-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns,
Robert S, Turkington and John R. Mi-
chae}. Member John R. Michael not
barticipating,

H. G. HomMmE, Jr.,
Secretary.
[FR Doe. 79-1826 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

RULES AND REGULATIONS

[7035-01-M]

[Amdt No. 2 to Service Order No. 1333]
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

ILLINOIS TERMINAL RAILROAD CO.
AUTHORIZED TO OPERATE OVER
TRACKS OF ILLINOIS CENTRAL
GULF RAILROAD CO.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order, Amend-
ment No. 2 to Service Order No. 1333.

SUMMARY: The Illinois Terminal
Railroad Company is unable to oper-
ate over its line between Lincoln, Illi-
nois, and Allentown, Illinois, because
of damage to a bridge at Mackinaw, Il1-
linois. Service Order No. 1333 autho-
rizes the Illinois Terminal to operate
over parallel trackage of the Illinois
Central Gulf Railroad Company be-
tween Lincoln and Pekin, Illinois, in
order to provide continued rail service
for shipments routed via its line, The
order is published in full in Volume 43
of the FepEralL REGISTER at page
35317. Amendment No. 2 to Service
Order No. 1333 extends the order for
two months.

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., January
15, 1979, Expires 11:59 p.m., March 15,
1979,

FOR FURTHER
CONTACT:

Charles C. Robinson, Chief, Section
of Rail and Pipeline Operations, Uti-
lization and Distribution Branch, In-
terstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D.C., 20423, Telephone
(202) 275-7840, Telex 89-2742.

Decided January 10, 1979.

Upon further consideration of Serv-
ice Order No. 1333 (43 F.R. 35317 and
56902), and good cause appearing
therefor;

It 18 ordered, that §1033.1333 Illi-
nois Terminal Railroad Company Au-
thorized To Operate Over Tracks of Il-
linois Central Gulf Railroad Compa-
ny, Service Order No. 1333 is amended
by substituting the following para-
graph (e) for paragraph (e) thereof:

(e) Expiration date. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
March 15, 1979, unless otherwise modi-
fied, changed or suspended by order of
this Commission.

Ejfective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m.,
January 15, 1979.

(49 U.8.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126.)

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Seryvice Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement

INFORMATION
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under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission, at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register. :

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns,
Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael.

H. G. HomMmE, Jr.,
Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 79-1827 Filed 1-17-79: 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

[Amdt. No. 1 to Service Order No. 1340)
PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

REGULATIONS FOR THE USE OF
LOCOMOTIVES

Atlanta and West Point Rail Road
Co., Clinchfield Railroad Co., Geor-
gia Railroad, Seaboard Coast Line
Railroad Co. and Western Railway
of Alabama to Deliver Locomotives
to Louisville and Nashville Railroad
Co.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order, Amend-
ment No. 1 to Service Order No. 1340.

SUMMARY: Service Order No. 1340
requires the Seaboard Coast Line Rail-
road and other members of the Family
Lines system to furnish 100 additional
locomotives to the Louisville and
Nashville Railroad. The order is print-
ed in full in Volume 43 of the FEDERAL
REGISTER at page 44536. Amendment
No. 1 extends the order until January
31, 1979.

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m., January
15, 1979. Expires 11:59 p.m., January
31, 1979.

FOR FURTHER
CONTACT:

Charles C. Robinson, Chief, Section
of Rail and Pipeline Operations, Uti-
lization and Distribution Branch, In-
terstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D.C., 20423, Telephone
(202) 275-7840, Telex 89-2742.

Service date January 15, 1979. Decid-
ed January 12, 1979.

Upon further consideration of Serv-
ice Order No. 1340 (43 FR 44536), and
good cause appearing therefor:

As invited, in our order served De-
cember 27, 1978, several parties inter-
ested in the service order have filed
comments relating to the extension,
modification, or expiration of the serv-

INFORMATION
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ice order. The Commission believes
that a short extension should be or-
dered to preserve the status quo while
these comments and suggestions are
considered.

Il is ordered, that § 1033.1340 Allan-
ta and West Point Rail Road Compa-
ny, Clinchfield Railroad Company,
Georgia Railroad, Seaboard Coast
Line Railroad Company and Western
Railway of Alabama to Deliver Loco-
motives to Louisville and Nashville
Railroad Company, Service Order No.
1340 is amended by substituting the
following paragraph (j) for paragraph
(j) thereof:

€j) Expiration date. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
January 31, 1979, unless otherwise

modified, changed or suspended by

order of this Commission.

Effective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m.,
January 15, 1979.

(489 U.8.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission, at Washington, D.C,, and by
filing with the Director, Office of the
Federal Register.

By the Commission, Chairman
O’'Neal, Vice Chairman Brown, and
Commissioners Stafford, Gresham,
Clapp and Christian.

H. G. HoMmuME, Jr.,
: Secretary.
[FR Doc. 79-1828 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

[Amdt. No. 1 to Second Revised Service
Order No. 13081

PART 1033—CAR SERVICE

DISTRIBUTION OF COVERED HOPPER
CARS

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com-
mission.

ACTION: Emergency Order, Amend-
ment No. 1 to Second Revised Service
Order No. 1308.

SUMMARY: The Union Pacific Rail-
road Company and the Illinois Central
Gulf Railroad Company are unable to
furnish individual shippers with

jumbo covered hopper cars for con-
secutive shipments of grain as re-
quired by the applicable tariffs.
Second Revised Service Order No.
1308 waives the consecutive-trip provi-
sions of the applicable tariffs, enabling
these railroads to make a more equita-
ble distribution of its supply of cov-
ered hopper cars among all potential
users of these cars. Second Revised
Service Order No. 1308 is printed in
full in Volume 43 of the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER at page 47730. Amendment No. 1
extends the order for three months.

DATES: Effective 11:59 p.m, January
15, 1979, Expires: 11:59 p.m., April 15,
1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

CONTACT:

Charles C. Robinson, Chief, Utiliza-
tion and Distribution Branch, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C., 20423, Telephone (202)
275-7840, Telex 89-2742.

Decided: January 10, 1979.

Upon further consideration of
Second Revised Service Order No.
1308 (43 FR 47730), and good cause ap-
pearing therefor:

It is ordered, that §1033.1308 Dis-
tribution of covered hopper cars,
Second Revised Service Order No.
1308 is amended by substituting the
following paragraph (e) for paragraph
(e) thereof:

(e) Expiration date. The provisions
of this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.,
April 15, 1979, unless otherwise modi-
fied, changed or suspended by order of
this Commission.

Effective date. This amendment
shall become effective at 11:59 p.m.,
January 15, 1979.

(48 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).)

This amendment shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as
agent of all railroads subscribing to
the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement,
and upon the American Short Line
Railroad Association. Notice of this
amendment shall be given to the gen-
eral public by depositing a copy in the
Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission at Washington, D.C., and by
filing a copy with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Serv-
ice Board, members Joel E. Burns,
Robert S. Turkington and John R. Mi-
chael.

H. G. HomwmE, Jr.,
Secretary.

[(FR Doc. 79-1829 Filed 1-17-79: 8:45 am]
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulati The purp
give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules.

of these notices is to

[3410-03-M1
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Science and Education Administration !
[9 CFR Parts 445 and 447]

NATIONAL POULTRY IMPROVEMENT PLAN
AND AUXILIARY PROVISIONS

. Extension of Comment Period

AGENCY: Science and Education Ad-
ministration, USDA.

ACTION: Notice to Extend Period to
Receive Comments on Proposed Rule.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this
notice is to extend the period during
which the Department will receive
comments on the Proposed Rules per-
taining to amendments to the Nation-
al Poultry Improvement Plan which
were published in the FEDERAL REGIS-
;éﬁ on December 1, 1978 (43 FR
245).

DATE: Comments will be received
through February 2, 1979.

ADDRESS: Send comments to Dr.
Lewis W. Smith, Animal Physiology
and Genetics Institute, Building 173,
BARC-East, Beltsville, Maryland
20705. All written submissions made
bursuant to this notice will be made
available for public inspection at the
zlxbove office during regular business
ours,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Raymond D. Schar at 301/344-2227.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
This extension of time during which
the Department will receive comments
on proposed amendments to the Na-
tional Poultry Improvement Plan is
being made available in order to
permit interested organizations and in-
dividuals to meet, study the proposals,
and submit comments,

Done at Washington, D.C., this 15th
day of January, 1979,

. ANSON R. BERTRAND,
Director, Science and Education.

[FR Doc, 79-1875 Piled 1-17-79; 8:45 am]
e —

ed‘ 9ACIf'R Chapter 1V is currently designat-
£y ericultural Research Service. A docu-
A€t in a future FEDERAL REGISTER will re-

designate this chapter Science and Educa-
tion Administration,

[7590-01-M]

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[10 CFR Part 50]

DOMESTIC LICENSING OF PRODUCTION AND
UTILIZATION FACILITIES

Codes and Standards for Nuclear Powerplants

AGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission is considering amending
its regulation, “Codes and Standards,”
to incorporate by reference with modi-
fications a new edition and addenda of
the national code that specifies the re-
quirements for the inservice inspec-
tion of nuclear power plant compo-
nents. Adoption of this amendment
would provide the use of improved, up-
dated methods for inservice inspection
for use in nuclear power plants.

DATES: Comment period expires
March 5, 1979.

ADDRESSES: Written Comments
should be submitted to the Secretary
of the Commission, U.S. Nuclear Reg-
ulatory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555, Attention: Docketing and Serv-
ice Branch.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. A. Taboada, Office of Standards
Development, U.S. Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555 (phone 301-443-5999).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On April 24, 1978, the Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER (43 FR 17337) an
amendment to its regulations, 10 CFR
Part 50, “Licensing of Production and
Utilization Facilities,” which incorpo-
rated by reference new addenda to a
specific national code. The Commis-
sion amended §50.55a to incorporate
by reference the 1977 Edition and the
Summer 1977 Addenda to Section III,
Division 1, “Rules for the Construe-
tion of Nuclear Power Plant Compo-
nents,” of the ASME Boiler and Pres-
sure Vessel Code. However, that
amendment did not incorporate by ref-
erence addenda to Section XI, “Inserv-
ice Inspection of Nuclear Power Plant
Components,” of the ASME Code
issued after the Summer 1975 Adden-
da, These addenda, which contained

substantial changes to the existing in-
service insepction requirements previ-
ously incorporated by reference into
the regulations, were still being evalu-
ated when the amendment was pub-
lished. The statement of consider-
ations to the April 24, 1978 amend-
ment stated that the later addenda to
Section XI of the ASME Code were
expected to be referenced with modifi-
cations in a subsequent amendment to
the regulations.

A review of the 1977 Edition of Sec-
tion XI and addenda issued from
Winter 1975 Addenda through the
Winter 1977 Addenda has disclosed
several major changes to the code
which, if adopted, would significantly
reduce the examination requirements
of inservice inspection programs pres-
ently required by the Commission for
the reactor coolant pressure boundary
and for systems required for safe shut-
down of the reactor. This edition and
addenda would be acceptable for incor-
poration by reference into the regula-
tions only with appropriate modifica-
tions to retain those requirements con-
sidered necessary for an acceptable in-
service inspection program.

In this regard, the Summer 1978 Ad-
denda provide such modifications to
Section XI of the ASME Code, The ex-
amination requirements removed from
the code by previous addenda, but still
required by the regulations, have
either been restored or have-been su-
perseded by provisions considered to
be improvements.

In light of the changes made in the
Summer 1978 Addenda, the Commis-
sion now proposes to amend § 50.55a to
incorporate by reference the 1977 Edi-
tion of Section XI of the ASME Code
and Addenda through the Summer
1978 Addenda. Certain limitations and
modifications to Section XI of the
Code would also be included in the
amendment to address the applicabil-
ity of specific editions and addenda
and to provide for flexibility and con-
sistency in the implementation of the
Code. The limitations and modifica-
tions include the following:

1. The applicability of certain code
addenda would be qualified to assure
that appropriate inservice examina-
tion requirements are included in in-
service inspection programs for nucle-
ar facilities. The proposed amendment
would, in effect, require the applica-
tion of the Summer 1978 Addenda to
those inservice inspection programs
that would otherwise apply additions
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and addenda of Section XI from the
Winter 1975 Addenda through the
Winter 1977 Addenda,

2. Alternatives would be provided to
the requirements for inservice inspec-
tion of pipe welds. Operating facilities
and facilities in the construction
stages with inservice inspection pro-
grams (facilities with applications for
construction permits docketed prior to
July 1, 1978) would be permitted the
option of examining code Class 1 and
Code Class 2 pipe welds to either the
Summer 1975 Addenda or the summer
1978 Addenda or later. This addenda is
the latest code addenda incorporated
by reference in §50.55a. By applying
this option, such facilities would have
continuity in the extent and frequency
of examinations for pipe welds. the
amendment also would specify the use
of the Summer 1975 Addenda for es-
tablishing examination requirements
for pipe welds in the Residual Heat
Removal System, the Emergency core
Cooling System, and the Containment
Heat Removal System. This provision
is needed since new code requirements
for inservice examination of these sys-
tems are still under development for
later addenda.

3. Provisions added to article IWB-
2000 of Section XI of the ASME Code
by the winter 1975 Addenda contained,
for the first time, requirements for in-
service inspection of steam generator
tubing. However, it has been the prac-
tice of the commission to include de-
tailed provisions for the inservice in-
spection of steam generator tubing in
the technical specifications for a spe-
cific reactor. the potential for conflict-
ing requirements would exist if code
requirements were incorporated by
reference into the regulations without
appropriate modifications. Since the
provisions in the technical specifica-
tions approved by the Commission are,
in general, more complete and more
current, the proposed amendment
would require that the inservice in-
spection program for steam generator
tubing be governed by the require-
ments in the technical specifications.

In addition to incorporating by ref-
erence the new edition and addenda
with modifications, the Commission
proposes several minor and clarifying
amendments to § 50.55a. These Include
a change in the time interval for revis-
ing programs for inservice examina-
tion of components and for testing
pumps and valves to make it consist-
ent with the inservice inspection inter-
val in Section XI of the ASME Code.
The interval for revising inservice in-
spection programs for operating plants
would be extended from 40 and 20
months to 120 months. Such a change
would make the regulation more prac-
tical to implement and save time and
effort for both the NRC and the li-
censee. Extending the period for revis-
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ing the program is not considered a
significant relaxation of safety re-
quirements since new code changes
generally deal with practical consider-
ations or the application of new devel-
opments, In this regard the Commis-
sion may impose new code require-
ments at any time if safety consider-
ations so dictate.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended, the Energy Reor-
ganization Act of 1974, as amended,
and section 553 of title 5 of the United
States Code, notice is hereby given
that adoption of the following amend-
ments to 10 CFR Part 50 is contem-
plated. All interested persons who
wish to submit written comments or
suggestions in connection with the
proposed amendments should send
them to the Secretary of the commis-
sion, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20555. At-
tention: Docketing and Service Branch
by March 5, 1979. Copies of comments
received may be examined in the Com-
mission’s Public Document room at
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C.

In §50.55a of 10 CFR Part 50, para-
graphs (g)(2) and (g)X3Xv) are amend-
ed by deleting the words “become ef-
fective' and substituting therefor “are
incorporated by reference in para-
graph (b) of this section subject to the
limitations and modifications listed
therein'; paragraphs (bX2) and
(g)(4)i) through (g)4Xiv) are revised
to read as follows:

§ 50.55a Codes and standards.

Each operating license for a boiling
or pressurized water-cooled nuclear
power facility shall be subject to the
conditions in paragraph (g) and each
construction permit for a utilization
facility shall be subject to the follow-
ing conditions in addition to those
specified in § 50.55:

(b)X(2) As used in this section, refer-
ences' to Section XI of the ASME
Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code refer
to Section XI, Division 1 and include
editions through the 1977 Edition and
addenda through the Summer 1978
Addenda, except that the addenda to
the 1974 Edition issued after the
Summer 1975 Addenda and the 1977
Edition and subsequent addenda are
subject to the following limitations
and modifications: (i) Applicability of
specific editions and addenda. When
using the 1974 Edition for establishing
an inservice inspection program only
the addenda through the Summer
1975 Addenda may be used. When
using the 1977 Edition for establishing
an inservice inspection program all of
the addenda through the summer 1978
addenda must also be used.

(ii) Pressure-retaining welds in
ASME Code Class 1 piping (applies to

Table IWB-2500 and IWB-2500-1 Cat-
egory B-J). If the facility’s application
for a construction permit was docketed
prior to July 1, 1978, Code Class 1 pipe
welds may be examined to the require-
ments of Table IWB-2500 and Table
IWB-2600 Category B-J of Section XI
of the ASME code in the 1974 Edition
and addenda through the Summer
1975 Addenda.

(iii) Steam generator tubing (modi-
fies Article IWB-2000). If the technical
specifications of a nuelear power plant
include surveillance requirements for
steam generators different than those
in Article IWB-2000, the inservice in-
spection program for steam generator
tubing shall be governed by the re-
quirements in the technical specifica-
tions.

(iv) Pressure-retaining welds in
ASME Code Class 2 piping (applies to
Tables IWC-2520 or IWC-2520-1, Cale-

gory C-F)
(A) The Code Class 2 pipe welds in
Residual Heat Removal Systems,

Emergency Core Cooling Systems, and
Containment Heat Removal Systems,
shall be examined to the requirements
of paragraph IWC-1220, Table IWC-
2520 Category C-F and C-G, and para-
graph IWC-2411 in the Summer 1975
Addenda of Section XI of the ASME
Code.

(B) For a nuclear power plant whose
application for a construction permit
is docketed prior to July 1, 1978, Code
Class 2 pipe welds may be examined to
the requirements of paragraph IWC-
1220, Table TWC-2520 Category C-F
and C-G and paragraph IWC-2411 in
the Summer 1975 Addenda of section
XTI of the ASME Code.

. - - - .

(g) Inservice Inspection Require-
ments:

> . - - .

(4) (i) Inservice examinations of
components and inservice tests of
pumps and valves conducted during
the intial 120-month inspection inter-
val shall ecomply with the require-
ments in the latest edition and adden-
da of the code incorporated by refer-
ence in paragraph (b) of this section
on the date 12 months prior to tnp
date of issuance of the operating li-
cense, subject to the imitations and
modifications listed in paragraph (b).

(i) Inservice examinations of compo-
nents and inservice tests of pumps and
valves conducted during successive
120-month inspection interval shall
comply with the requirements of the
latest edition and addenda of the Code
incorporated by reference in para
graph (b) of this section 12 months
prior to the start of the 120-month in-
spection interval, subject to the limita-
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tions and modifications listed in para-
graph (b). !

(iii) For a facility whose operating li-
cense was issued prior to March 1,
1976, the provisions of paragraph
(g)(4) of this section are effective after
September 1, 1976, at the start of the
next one-third of a 120-month inspeec-
tion interval. During that third of an
mnspection interval and the remainder
of the inspection interval, the inser-
vice inspections of ecomponents and
tests of pumps and valves for such
facilities shall comply with the re-
nuirements in the latest edition and
addenda. of the Code incorporated by
reference in paragraph (b) of this sec-
on on the date 12 months prior to
(he start of that third of an inspection
mterval, subject to the limitations and
modifications listed in paragraph (b).

(iv) Inservice examinations of com-
ponents and tests of pumps and valves
iy meet the requirements set forth
n subsequent editions and addenda
that are incorporated by reference in
paragraph (b) of this section, subject
fo the limitations and meodifications
listed in paragraph (b), and subject to
Commission approval. Portions of edi-
lions or addenda may be used provided
that all related requirements of the re-
spective editions or addenda are met.

L B - - L

(Secs, 103, 104, 161i, Pub. Law 83-703; 68
Stat, 936, 937, 948; Sec. 201, Pub. Law 93-
438, 88 Stat. 1242; (42 U.S.C. 2133, 2134,
2201(1), 5841)).

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this
2nd day of January 1979.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission,

Lee V. GossICK,
Execulive Direclor for Operations.
[FR Doec. 79-1773 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[6450-01-M]
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Economic Regulatory Administration
[10 CFR Parts 500, 501, 502, 503, and 505]

[Docket No. ERA-R-78-19]1

HEARINGS ON PROPOSED RULES TO IMPLE-
MENT THE POWERPLANT AND INDUSTRIAL
FUEL USE ACT OF 1978

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory Ad-
ministration, Department of Energy.

ALTION: Notice of Public Hearings on
"'ew Facilities; Extension of the Public
Lomment Period.

SUMMARY: The Economic Regula-
"lfl'y Administration (ERA) of the De-
bariment of Energy (DOE) hereby an-
viinces a series of public hearings on
' broposed rules for implementation
(' the Powerplant and Industrial Fuel
",;'f‘ Act of 1978 (FUA), Public Law 95-
620, and extension of the public com-
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ment period. Proposed rules concern-
ing new facilities were published on
November 17, 1978 (43 FR 53974). Pro-
posed rules concerning existing facili-
ties will be published in the near
future. Notice of public hearings on
the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement concerning implementation
of FUA was published in the January
2601979 FEDERAL REGISTER (44 FR
4).

DATES: Public hearings will be held
on February 7, 1979, and if required,
on February 8, 1979, in Boston, Massa-
chusetts; February 14, 1979, and if re-
quired, February 15, 1979 in Salt Lake
City, Utah; February 21, 1979, and if
required, February 22, 1979 in Tampa,
Florida, and March 1, 1979, and if re-
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quired, March 2, 1979 in Lexington,
Kentucky. All hearings will begin at
9:30 a.m. Written comments on new
facilities are now due by March 2,
1979, 4:30 p.m. Requests to speak for
the Boston, Salt Lake City, and
Tampa hearings by January 26, 1979,
4:30 p.m. Requests to speak for the
Lexington hearing by February 15,
1979, 4:30 p.m.

ADDRESSES: Send all written com-
ments to: Depariment of Energy,
Public Hearing Management, Room
2313, 2000 M Street, NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20461, Docket No. ERA-78-
R-19. Where possible, comments on
separate issues should be clearly iden-
tified to allow efficient review and
consideration.

City Hearing date Location Requests Lo speak
Boston, Mass Feb. 7 Shawmut Bank Bldg,, Dept, of Energy, 150
Conf. Rm. 8th F1., 1 Causeway Street,
Federal Street, Room 700, Boston,
Boston, Mass. Mass., (617) 2323-5257.
Salt Lake City, Utah Feb. 14 Salt Palace, 100 S.W. Dept. of Energy, 1075 8.
Temple, Room 128, Yukon Street, P.O.
Salt Lake City, Utah. Box 26247, Belmar
Branch, Lakewood,
Colo., €303) 234-2420.
Tampa, Fla Feb, 21 Sheraton Tampa Motor Dept. of Energy, 16556
Hotel, Ballroom, 500 Peachtree, St. NE,
E. Cass Street, Tampa, Atlanta, Ga., (404) 257~
Fla. 2051,
Lexington, Ky Mar. 1 Hyatt Regency, Dept. of Energy, 1656

Washington Room,
400 W. Pine Street,
Lexington, Ky.

Peachtree, St. NE,
Atlanta, Ga., (404) 257-
2051,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

CONTACT:
William L. Webb (Office of Public
Information), Economic Regulatory
Administration, Department of
Energy, Room B-110, 2000 M Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20461, (202)
634-2170.
John L. Gurney (Regulations and
Emergency Planning), Economic
Regulatory Administration, Depart-
ment of Energy, Room 2130, 2000 M
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20461, (202) 632-6690.

Barton R. House (Fuels Regulation
Program Office), Economic Regula-
tory Administration, Department of
Energy, Room 6128-1, 2000 M Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20461, (202)
254-3905.

James H. Heffernan (Offiece of Gen-
eral Counsel), Department of
Energy, Room 6144, 12th and Penn-
sylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 204861, (202) 633-9296.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On November 9, 1978, ERA issued pro-
posed rules for implementation of
FUA pertaining to new facilities (No-
vember 17, 1978, 43 FR 53974).

FUA prohibits the use of petroleum
and natural gas by certain new electric
powerplants and industrial major fuel
burning installations. The proposed
rules establish procedures and criteria
by which users may petition for ex-

emptions from the prohibitions of the
Act. The rules also establish a require-
ment for a Fuels Decision Report
which must be submitted as part of
any petition for exemption.

Interested persons who would like to
participate in any hearing should con-
tact the appropriate Regional Ofice of
DOE as listed above in the “AD-
DRESSES” section of this Notice. A
request to participate in any hearing
shall be in writing and signed by the
person making the request. Please pro-
vide a phone number where we may
contact you through the day before
the hearing. 2

Participants should bring 50 copies
of their testimony and each exhibit to
be presented to ERA with them on the
day of the hearing. The hearings will
be conducted in accordance with the
procedures set forth in the November
17, 1978 Proposed Rules.

We will notify each person selected
to be heard before 4:30 p.m., January
30, 1979 for the Boston, Salt Lake Citv
and Tampa hearings, and February 20,
1979 for the Lexington hearing.
(Department of Energy Organization Act,
Pub, L. 95-91; Powerplant and Industrial
Fuel Use Act, Pub. L. 95-620.)

Issued in Washington, D.€. January
12, 1979.

Davip J. BARDIN,
Administralor, Economic
Regulatory Administration,

[FR Doc. 79-1872 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]
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[7535-01-M]

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION
ADMINISTRATION

[12 CFR Part 701]

ORGANIZATION AND OPERATIONS OF
FEDERAL CREDIT UNIONS

Nondiscrimination Requi ts in Lending

AGENCY: National Credit Union Ad-
ministration.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The National Credit
Union Administration proposes to
amend its nondiscrimination in lend-
ing regulation. The amendments,
which are in accordance with the Fair
Housing Act of 1968, would: (a) Pro-
hibit a Federal credit union from
denying a real estate related loan (or
offering it on less favorable terms and
conditions) based on the age or loca-
tion of the dwelling, or based upon the
race, color, sex, or national origin of
the borrower or of the people who
reside (or may reside) in the vicinity of
the dwelling securing the loan; (b)
Make the real estate appraisal availa-
ble to any requesting member/appli-
cant; and (¢) Enable a member who
feels he/she has been discriminated
against to contact the National Credit
Union Administration.

DATE: Comments must be received on
or before February 28, 1979.

SEND COMMENTS TO: Robert 8.
Monheit, Senior Attorney, Office of
General Counsel, National Credit
Union Administration, 2025 M Street,
NW, Washington, DC 20456.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Edward J, Dobranski, Senior Attor-
ney, Office of the General Counsel,
at the above address. Telephone:
(202) 632-4870.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The National Credit Union Adminis-
tration proposes to broaden its nondis-
crimination regulation (§701.31) to
specifically address certain practices,
such as racial redlining, which violate
the Fair Housing Act of 1968 (42
U.S.C. 3601, et seq.). Given Federal
credit union entry into the leng term
mortgage market, the National Credit
Union Administration believes the
changes are necessary to assist Federal
credit unions in distinguishing legiti-
mate reasons for denying a loan from
those that are prohibited by the Fair
Housing Act. Also, it is hoped that the
regulation will impress upon Federal
credit unions the necessity of assisting
in the revitalization of urban neigh-
borhoods.

The proscriptions contained in the
proposals are based upon the Fair
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Housing Act and the interpretations
given that statute by the Federal
courts, See, e.g., Lawfman v. Oakley
Bldg. & Loan Co., 408 F. Supp. 489 (D.
Ohio 1976). Other applicable statutes
and regulations protecting a credit ap-
plicant from prohibited discrimina-
tion, such as the Equal Credit Oppor-
tunity Act, are neither incorporated
nor supplanted by the proposed regu-
lation.

ScoPE

The proposed regulation applles to
those loans secured by a first lien
made for the purpose of financing (or
refinancing) the acquisition of a 1-4
family dwelling and also applies to
home improvement loans. Both types
of loans are referred to in the regula-
tion as ‘real estate related’ loans.

NONDISCRIMINATION IN LENDING

This section encompasses both deny-
ing a loan and offering a loan on less
favorable terms and conditions. It pro-
hibits consideration of the racial,
ethnie, or religious affiliation of both
the borrower and of the people who
live (or are expected to live) in the
neighborhood where the dwelling is lo-
cated. Considering such factors is a
clear violation of the Fair Housing Act
of 1968.

This section also prohibits reliance
upon two other factors (i.e, age and
location of dwelling) neither of which
relates to the creditworthiness of the
borrower, and both of which often
have a discriminatory effect, irrespec-
tive of whether a discriminatory
intent is present. (Use of such factors
in the appraisal, as opposed to under-
writing of the loan, is discussed
below).

ADVERTISING

Section 701.31 has been amended to
require that the Fair Housing logo-
type and legend state that the appli-
cant/borrower may file a complaint
with the National Credit Union Ad-
ministration, as well as with HUD. it
has also been amended to require an
Equal Credit Opportunity Act legend
stating that the applicant/borrower
may file an ECOA complaint with the
Administration.

APPRAISAL

This section prohibits the use of an
appraisal which was made in violation
of the Fair Housing Act (either per se
or in effect). This includes reliance on
an appraisal which, based on the age
or location of the dwelling, underva-
lues the appraised dwelling. (Since the
appraiser is an agent of the Federal
credit union in this respect, any of
his/her discriminatory actions are im-
puted to the Federal credit union, irre-
spective of the Federal credit union’s

actual knowledge of them). It should
be noted that prohibition relating to
age does not prevent consideration of
the structual soundness of a dwelling.
The prohibition extends only to un-
derappraisal due to the age of a dwell-
ing without regard to its structural
soundness.

With respect to the prohibition
against consideration of the dwelling's
location, the Administration recog-
nizes that certain factors relating to
location can be validly considered in
the appraisal process. For example,
the fact that the dwelling is located
atop an abandoned mine shaft or land
fault. It is the Administration’s posi-
tion, however, that the burden of jus-
tifying an exception to the considera-
tion of location prohibition be placed
upon the Federal credit union and its
agent appraiser, and documented ac-
cordingly. This approach has been
proposed for two reasons. First, the
Administration cannot possibly list a
litany of every location factor causing
a lower appraisal which can be validly
considered. Second, consideration of
certain location factors (such as
zoning changes and abandoned homes
in the neighborhood) can be proper in
some instances and improper in
others. The Administration believes
this approach best implements its po-
sition that arbitrary decisions based
on location are prohibited.

This section _also enables the
member to obtain a copy of the ap-
praisal on request.

MONITORING

The National Credit Union Adminis-
tration believes that the application
and loan information a Federal credit
union maintains pursuant to Regula-
tion B (race, sex, age, and marital
status), Regulation C (census tract),
FHLMC loan application Form 65/
FNMA Form 1003 (year property
built) and National Credit Union Ad-
ministration Regulation 701.21-6 (ap-
plication, sales contract, appraisal, set-
tlement statement, note and security
instrument) are sufficient to enable Lo
National Credit Union Administration
to determine, upon examination,
whether redlining or other diserimina-
tory practices have taken place. In
short, the National Credit Union Ad-
ministration can assume the full re-
sponsibility for collecting and analyz-
ing the data needed for determining
compliance, i

Consequently, the National Credit
Union Administration will not require
a Federal credit union to maintain 2
separate loan application register for
residential real estate loans and no ad-
ditional burden will be placed upon
Federal credit unions. The agency be-
lieves this approach is consisten_t with
the President’s anti-inflation policies.
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Accordingly, the National Credit
Union Administration proposes to
delete existing §701.31 and proposes
new § 701.31 to read as follows:

LAWRENCE CONNELL,
Administrator.
JANUARY 12, 1979.

(Sec. 120, 73 Stat. 635 (12 U.8.C. 1766) and
Sec. 209, 84 Stat. 1104 (12 U.S.C. 1789). (42
U.S.C. 3601-3619; 42 U.S.C. 1981, 15 U.S.C.
1601 et seq.; 12 U.S.C. 1757, 1759, 1786 and
1789)

§701.31 Nondiscrimination requirements.

(a) Definitions. As used in this part,
the term,

(1) *Application’ carries the meaning
of that term as defined in 12 CFR
202.2(f) (Regulation B); and

(2) ‘Real estate related loan’, means
any loan (or application therefor)
made pursuant to Section 107(5)(A)i)
of the Federal Credit Union Act and
any loan (or application therefor)
made pursuant to Section 107(5)(A)(ii)
of the Federal Credit Union Act for
the purpose of repair, alteration, or
improvement of the applicant's resi-
dential dwelling.

(b) Nondiscrimination in Lending.
(1) A Federal credit union may not
deny a real estate related loan on the
pasis of age or location of the dwell-
ing.

(2) A Federal credit. union may not
discriminate in setting the terms and
conditions of a real estate related loan
on the basis of the age or location of
the dwelling.

(3) A Federal credit union may not
deny a real estate related loan, nor
may it discriminate in setting the
terms and conditions of such loan on
the basis of the race, color, religion,
Sex, or national origin of;

(i) Any applicant or joint applicant:

(ii) Any person associated with an
applicant or joint applicant in connec-
tion with a real estate related loan ap-
plication;

(iii) The present or prospective
owners, lessees, tenants, or occupants
of the dwelling for which a real estate
relgted loan is requested to be made;

(iv) The present or prospective
owners, lessees, tenants, or occupants
of other dwellings in the vicinity of
the dwelling for which a real estate re-
lated loan is requested to be made.

(¢) Nondiscrimination in Apprais-
als. (1) A Federal credit union may not
rely upon an appraisal of a dwelling if
the appraisal is discriminatory on the
basis of the age or location of the
dwelling, or is discriminatory either
per se or in effect, on a basis prohibit-
ed by the Fair Housing Act of 1968.

(2) Notwithstanding paragraph
(eX1) of this section it is recognized
that there may be factors concerning

.make available,
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location of the dwelling which can be
properly considered in an appraisal. If
any such factors are relied upon, such
reliance must be justified as not in vio-
lation of the Fair Housing Act of 1968,
and documented accordingly.

(3) Each Federal Credit union shall
to any requesting
member/applicant, a copy of the ap-
praisal used in connection with that
member’s real estate related loan ap-
plication.

(d) Nondiscrimination in Advertis-
ing—(1) Advertising notice of nondis-
crimination compliance. No Federal
credit union may directly or indirectly
engage in any form of advertising of
real estate related loans which implies
or suggests a discriminatory prefer-
ence or policy of exclusion in violation
of the provisions of the Fair Housing
Act of 1968 or of this Part. Advertise-
ments relating to such loans shall in-
clude a facsimile of the logotype and
legend appearing in paragraph (d)(3)
of this section.

(2) Lobby notice of nondiscrimina-
tion compliance. Every Federal credit
union which engages in real estate re-
lated lending shall conspicuously dis-
play in the public lobby of such credit
union and in the public area of each
office where such loans are made, in a
manner so as to be clearly visible to
the general public entering such lobby
or area, a notice that incorporates a
facsimile of the logotype and legend
appearing in paragraph (d)X3) of this
section. Posters containing this legend
and logotype may be obtained from
the regional offices of the National
Credit Union Administration.

(3) Logotype and notice of nondis-
crimination compliance. The logotype
and text of the notice required in
paragraphs (d) (1) and (2) of this sec-
tion shall be as follows:

EQUAL HOUSING

LENDER
We Do Business in Accordance With the
Federal Fair Housing Law
(Tithe VI of the Clvil Rights Act of 1968,
- A dod by the Housing end C "y
Development Act of 1974)

1T 1S HLEGAL TO DISCRIMINATE AGAINSY
ANY PERSON BECAUSE OF RACE, COLOR,
RELIGION. SEX, OR NATIONAL ORIGIN, 10:

8 Deny a loan loc the purpose of purchasing constructing,
MPOVIng  repaing of maintaining a dwelling or
W Discrmimate i hong of the amount nterest rate

Owaton. application procedures o other tetms oo
conditions of such a loan

IF YOU BELIEVE YOU MAVE BEEN DISCRIMINATED
AGAINST YOU MAY SEND A COMPLAINT TO:
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NaTIONAL CREDIT UNION ADMINISTRATION,
Division of Consumer Affairs, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20456

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAR De-
VELOPMENT, Assistant Secretary for Fair
Housing and Equal Opportunity, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20410

or call your local HUD Area or Insuring
Office.

IT IS ILLEGAL UNDER THE EQUAL CREDIT OFPOR-
TUNITY ACT TO DISCRIMINATE IN EXTENDING
CREDIT!

O On the basis of race, color, religion, na-
tional origin, sex, or marital status, or
age

O Because income is from public assistance

OBecause a right was exercised under the
Consumer Credit Protection Act.

IF YOU BELIEVE YOU HAVE BEEN DISCRIMINATED
AGAINST, YOU MAY SEND A COMPLAINT TO!

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION ADMINISTRATION,
D1visioN oF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, WASHING-
TON, D.C. 20456

[FR Doc. 79-1870 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M]
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

[14 CFR Part 71)
[Airspace Docket No. 78-SO-81)

DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL AIRWAYS, AREA
LOW ROUTES, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND
REPORTING POINTS

Proposed Alteration of Control Zone,
Anderson, 5.C.

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rule-
making.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to
alter the Anderson, South Carolina,
control zone and lower the base of
controlled airspace in the vicinity of
the Anderson County Airport from
700 feet AGL to the surface to accom-
modate Instrument Flight Rule (IFR)
operations. A new public use instru-
ment approach procedure has been de-
veloped for the Anderson County Air-
port, and the additional controlled air-
space is required to protect aircraft ex-
ecuting the approach procedure.

DATES: Comments must be received
on or before: February 28, 1979.

ADDRESS: Send comments on the
proposal to: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Chief, Air Traffic Division,
P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, Georgia
30320,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Harlen D, Phillips, Airspace and Pro-
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cedures Branch, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, At-
lanta, Georiga 30320; telephone: 404-
T63-7646.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
COMMENTS INVITED

Interested persons may participate
in the proposed rulemaking by submit-
ting such written data, views or argu-
ments as they may desire. Communi-
cations should identify the airspace
docket. number and be submitted in
triplicate to the Director, Southern
Region, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Di-
vision, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, Geor-
gia 30320. All communications received
on or before February 28, 1879, will be
considered before action is taken on
the proposed amendment. The propos-
al contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments re-
ceived. All comments submitted will be
available, both before and after the
closing date for comments, in the
Rules Docket for examination by in-
terested persons. A report summariz-
ing each public contact with FAA per-
sonnel concerned with this rulemaking
will be filed in the public, regulatory
docket.

Avaruasmary oF NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy of
this notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM) by submitting a request to
the Federal Aviation Administration,
Office of Public Affairs, Attention:
Public Information Center, APA-430,
800 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591, or by calling
(202) 426-8058. Communications must
identify the neotice number of this
NPRM. Persons interested in being
placed on a mailing list for future
NPRMs should also reguest a copy of
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which de-
scribes the application procedures.

THE PROPOSAL

The FAA is considering an amend-
ment to Subpart F of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulstions (14 CFR
71) to provide additional controlled
airspace protection for IFR operations
at Anderson County Airport. The
NDB Runway 35 standard instrument
approach procedure utilizing the An-
derson County (nonfederzal) nondirec-
tional radio beacon is proposed in con-
junction with the alteration of this
control zone.

THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT '

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend

PROPOSED RULES

Subpart F, §71.171 (44 FR 353), of
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regu-
lations (14 CFR 7T1) by adding the fol-
lowing:

AxDERSON, S.C.

., . . and within 3 miles each side of the
171" bearing from the Anderson County
RBN (latitude 34°29'53" N., longitude
82'42°31" W,), extending from the 5 mile
radius zone to 8.5 miles south of the REN

(See. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended (48 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and
Sec. 6(c) of the Department of Transporta-
tion Act (49 U.S.C, 1665(c)).)

Nore—The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this document in-
volves a proposed regulation which is not
considered to be significant under the proce-
dures and criteria prescribed by Executive
Order 12044 and as implemented by interim
Department of Transportation guidelines
(43 FR 9582; March 8, 1978).

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on
January 4, 1979.

Lonwie D. PARRISH,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc. 79-1732 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[6320-01-M]
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[14 CFR Part 399]

[Docket 30362; PSDR-541

STATEMENTS OF GENERAL POLICY PAYMENTS
TO SHIPPERS AND INTERMEDIARIES BY
DIRECT CARRIERS

January 11, 1979.
AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board.

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rule-
making,

SUMMARY: This notice proposes a
policy statement that since payments
by direct carriers’ te shippers, air
freight forwarders, or cooperative
shippers associations for ready-for-car-
riage services are not directly connect-
ed with the basic sale of transporta-
tion, these payments are not barred as
rebates, The rulemaking is in response
to a petition from the Airfreight For-
warders Association,

DATES: Comments by March 20, 1979.

Comments and other relevant infor-
mation received after these dates will
be considered by the Board only to the
extent practicable.

Requests to be put on the Service
List by: January 29, 1979.

Daocket Section prepares the Service
List and sends it to each person listed,

who then serves comments on others
on the list.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
sent to Docket 30362, Docket Section,
Civil Aeronautics Board, Washington,
D.C. 20428. Docket comments may be
examined at the Docket Section, Civil
Aeronautics Board, Room 711, Univer-
sal Building, 1825 Connecticut Avenue
N.W., Washington, D.C. as soon @s
they are received.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Joseph A. Brooks, Office of the Gen-
eral Counsel, Civil Aeronautics
Board, 1825 Connecticut Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20428, 202-
673-5442.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
In response to a petition for rulemak-
ing from the Air Freight Forwarder
Association, the Board issued Advance
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking EDR-
330 (42 FR 38600, July 29, 197D,
asking for comment about payment of
commissions or ready-for-carriage fees
to shippers or intermediaries on inter-
national shipments. The Board specifi-
cally asked for information and views
about: the kinds of services usually
performed by freight intermediaries,
such as forwarders and agents; any
differences in costs that would result
if a particular service were performed
by someone else; the type of interme-
diary that should receive these pay-
ments; and the tariffs and system of
fees connected with the services per-
formed. Comments and reply com-
ments were received from several large
shippers, U.S. and foreign direct carri-
ers, and from air freight forwarders
and cargo agents.’

Under the Act (section 403(bh)) and
Board regulations (14 CFR Parts 221
and 296), the payment of commissions
or fees to shippers or indirect cargo
carriers has been considered a method
for rebates from the direct carrier's

1Comments were received from: Air Ex-
press International, Air Freight Forwarder
Association, Amerford International Corpo-
ration, American Airlines, British Airways,
Control Date Corporation, Customs Brokers
and Forwarders Association of Miami, The
Flying Tiger Line (FTL), Intercontinental
Forwarders, International Airfreight Agents
Associations (IAAA), Japan Air Lines, Novo
International Airfreight, Outboard Marine
Corparation, Trans World Airlines, United
Air Lines, Venezolana Internacional de
Aviacion, 8.A. (VIASA), W. R. Zane & Co.,
and 3M Company,

¥TL filed a Motion for Leave to File Late
with its comments, and TAAA filed a Motion
for Leave to File an Otherwise Unauthor-
ized Document with & response to FTL'S
comment. For goad cause, the motions are
granted.
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tariff.? Forwarders, however, may re-
ceive a commission when acting as an
agent for an individual shipment on
the airwaybill of the direct earrier.
Cargo agents receive a commission
from the direct carrier on individual
shipments. These agents do not re-
ceive a commission on consolidated
shipments. The forwarder may not re-
ceive a commission for either an indi-
vidual or consolidated shipment when
transmitted on his airwaybill. To do s0
would be a rebate from the direct car-
rier's tariff, because of these ship-
ments the forwarder is acting as a
shipper in relation to the direct carri-
er. For the same reasons, the direct
carriers may not pay commissions on
these shipments.

Ready-for-carriage fees .(payments
for services rendered), however, have
been prohibited not as rebates, but be-
cause they could be used as a vehicle
to disguise rebating. We have tenta-
tively decided that this prophylactic
restraint on ready-for-carriage fees is
no longer justified. The Airline Dereg-
ulation Act of 1978 (Pub. L. 95-504)
has emphatically changed the policy
of regulation of air transportation
from protection to competition. Previ-
ously, in balancing the danger of re-
bating against freer opertion of the
market, the Board found protection
was necessary. In view, however, of
the changes in the Act freeing price
and entry, and of the more liberalized
regulation of the cargo industry, not
only has the danger of rebating reced-
ed, but such a prohibition would tend
to stifle these competitive market
forces,

The forwarders and shippers con-
tended that direct carriers receive spe-
cific, valuable services from them at
no cost. Only part of their services,
they claimed, are in any way compen-
sated by the difference between their
rates and the discounts given by the
direct carriers on volume shipments.
They argued that the prohibitions on
such payments have been discrimina-
tory in two ways. First, cargo agents
performing the same services to re-
ceive payments in the form of commis-
sions.* Second, since the international
cargo rate structure is based on the
implicit assumption that commissions
are paid to forwarders, there are insuf-
ficient incentives for U.S. forwarders
L(_) develop and expand international
air freight markets. Also, this situa-
llon‘!s to the competitive advantage of
foreign forwarders, allowing them the
financial resources, in part because of
the receipt of commissions, to pene-
e —

’ ‘By ER-1080 (43 FR 53628, November 16,
978.). the Board has exempted direct carri-
€IS in domestic cargo transportation from
'hf requirement to file tariffs,

They do not ship on their own tariffs,
however, or charge their own rates. They

(:harge' the shipper the rate of the direct
carrier’s airwaybill.

PROPOSED RULES

trate U.S. markets, while denying U.S.
forwarders the same resources for for-
eign markets.

The opponents stressed that these
payments can camouflage rebates and
are not economically justified. They
argued that the freight rate structure
of the direct carriers is designed so
that the shippers or indirect air carri-
ers performing ready-for-carriage serv-
ices receive the resulting cost saving to
the direct carriers. If permitted, they
argued, these payments would in-
crease the cost to the shipper to cover
the additional cost to the direct carri-
er.

While we agree that payment of
commissions to forwarders or shippers
could be considered a rebate from the
direct carrier’s tariff to the purchaser
of its air transportation, ready-for-car-
riage fees would appear to be payment
for services which are only ancillary to
the air transportation provided, and in
addition would appear to provide in-
centives for efficiency and price cem-
petition. With the passage of the
cargo deregulation amendments (Pub.
L. 95-163) and the Airline Deregula-
tion Act of 1978 (Pub. L. 95-504), the
air freight industry will gradually
become more responsive to price com-
petition.

Since the forwarder or shipper can
often more efficiently prepare ship-
ments for carriage at a lower cost than
the direct carrier, payment by the
direct carrier of ready-for-carriage fees
to the forwarder could result in the
shipper receiving more efficient serv-
ice at lower cost. Overall, we believe
that shaper price competition between
the direct air carrier and the forward-
er, and price competition at the for-
warder level, would create pressures to
minimize the costs of shipment han-
dling, and would force forwarders to
pass along lower rates te the shipper,
driving rates down and benefiting both
the shipping public and the ultimate
consumer of the goods.

It is also our tentative decision that
if the direct carrier is paying for
actual services received, there is no
rebate involved in the transaction. For
example, although decided on a
narrow basis, and not a precedent for
this case, in Order 77-4-80, dated April
15, 1977, the Board has stated that the
bona fide sharing of advertising ex-
penses by a direct carrier and a tour
operator would not be a rebate, In
view of the Congressionally mandated
emphasis on competition as the prima-
ry regulator of air transportation,
since these ready-for-carriage services
appear to be only ancillary to the pro-
vision of the air transportation itself,
this artificial, prophylactic restraint is
no longer warranted. Payment for
these services would not be a refund or
remittance to the purchaser from the
direct carrier’s rate for air transporta-
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tion, and since they are not directly
connected to its sale there is no point
in denying this competitive tool to the
air cargo industry.

Accordingly, the Board proposes to
amend Part 399 of its Policy State-
ments (14 CFR Part 399) to read as
follows:

1. The Table of Contents would be
revised by adding a new section 399.86
to Subpart G to read:

Subpart G—Policies Relating to Enforcement

B » » - -

§399.86 Payments to shippers and in-
direct cargo carriers.

2. Subpart G would be revised by
adding a new section 399.86 to read:

§399.86 Payments to shippers and indirect
CArgo carriers.

The Board considers that payments
by direct air carriers to shippers or in-
direct air cargo carriers for delivering
shipments to the direct carriers in a
ready-for-carriage form are for serv-
ices ancillary to the provision of air
transportation, and are not rebates
under section 403 of the Act.

(Secs. 204, 401, 403, 404(b), of the Federal
Aviation Act, as amended, 72 Stat. 743, 754,
758, and 760; 49 U.S.C. 1324, 1371, 1373, and
1374; Pub. L. 95-504).

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

PuyLris T. KAYLOR,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 719-1867 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[6450-01-M]
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
[18 CFR Part 281]
[Docket No. RM79-15]
NATURAL GAS CURTAILMENT

Notice of Proposed Rulemoking Implementing
Section 401 of the Natural Gas Policy Act of
1978

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak-
ing.

SUMMARY: The Natural Gas Policy
Act of 1978 (NGPA), in section 401, re-
quires interstate pipeline curtailment
plans, to the maximum extent practi-
cable, to protect the requirements of
essential agricultural uses. This Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking contains a
proposed regulation of the implemen-
tation of that section.

DATES: Written comments by Febru-
ary 26, 1979.

PUBLIC HEARINGS: Dates and loca-
tions to be announced. The Commis-
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sion solicits suggestions as to where it
would be appropriate to hold other
proceedings in addition to the one to
be held in Washingten, D.C. Such re-
quests should be submitted by Janu-
ary 25, 1979 to the address below.

ADDRESS: Office of the Secretary,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, 825 North Capitol Street, N.E.,
Washington, D.C. 20426 (Reference
Docket No. RM79-15).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Romulo L. Diaz, Jr.,, Office of the
General Counsel, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE. Washington,
D.C. 20426 (202) 275-3771.

or

Martin A. Burless, Office of Pipeline
and Producer Regulation, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20426 (202) 275-4349.

PREAMBLE TO THE PERMANENT
CURTAILMENT RULE

BACKGROUND

Section 401 of the Natural Gas
Policy Act of 1978 (NGPA) seeks to
assure that natural gas reguired for es-
sential agricultural uses will not be
curtalled unless curtailment is re-
quired to protect the needs of enumer-
ated high priority users.

Section 401(a) provides that mnot
later than 120 days after the date of
enactment of the NGPA the Secretary
of Energy shall prescribe and make ef-
fective a rule which provides that no
curtailment plan of an interstate pipe-
line may provide for.curtailment of de-
liveries of natural gas for any essential
agricultural use except to meet the re-
quirements of enumerated high prior-
ity users,

Section 401(c) states that the Secre-
tary of Agriculture shall certify to the
Secretary of Energy and to the Feder-
al Energy Regulatery Commission and
natural gas requirements for essential
agricultural uses in order to meet the
requiremerfts of full food and fiber
production.

Pursuant to secotion 403(b) of the
NGPA and section 402(a)(1X(E) of the
Department of Energy Organization
Act, the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission is charged with imple-
menting the rules prescribed under
section 401 under its authority to es-
tabilish, review, and enforce curtail-
ments under the Natural Gas Act. By
a separate rulemaking the Commission
has proposed rules to give effect to
section 401 for the period March 9,
1979, 120 days after the date of enact-
ment, through October 31, 1979. The
rules proposed herein are to be effec-
tive November 1, 1979, the beginning

PROPOSED RULES

of the first full winter heating season
when section 401 will be in effect.
However, as will be discussed, public
comment is solicited on when this rule
should be made effective.

Title IV of the NGPA creates new
priority classifications for high prior-
ity users as defined in the statute, es-
sential agricultural uses, and essential
industrial process and feedstock uses.
There is no statutery deadline for im-
plementation of a rule regarding es-
sential industrial process and feed-
stock uses. The Economic Regulatory
Administration of the Department of
Energy is studying curtailment prior-
ities and it is likely that a rule regard-
ing essential industrial process and
feedstock uses will be proposed by the
Secretary of Energy upon its comple-
tion.

By this rulemaking the Commission
proposes a method for the permanent
implementation of section 401. In de-
veloping this proposed rule the Com-
mission has had the benefit of consul-
tation with the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture as contemplated
by section 401. The Commission is
aware, however, that consultation does
not imply concurrence by the USDA
with all aspects of these proposed reg-
ulations.

Under the proposed rule pipeline
curtailment plans will be amended so
that high priority end users that are
not now in the highest priority of
pipeline curtailment plans will be re-
classified into Priority One. Pipeline
curtailment plans will create a new
Priority Two which will contain the
requirements necessary to serve essen-
tial agriculture uses. All other pipeline
curtailment categories will remain the
same and their order will remain the
same but they will be below these two
new categories.

The proposed changes in curtail-
ment plans are to be implemented on
November 1, 1979, It will be necessary
for the interstate pipelines to revise
their end use profiles and curtailment
plans to reflect the changes brought
about by the enactment of NGPA.
Thus, although the rule will not be
implemented until November 1, sub-
stantial work will be required before
that date to prepare for its implemen-
tation. The Commission anticipates as
soon as this rule is promulgated end
users, local distribution companies,
and interstate pipelines will immedi-
ately commence working towards its
implementation.

The Commission requests interested
parties to comment on the proposed
date for implementation of these
changes in curtailments, It is possible
that the rules promulgated under sec-
tion 402 may reguire similar modifica-
tions to the ones proposed here. There
may be benefits to postponing perma-
nent implementation until after those

rules are promulgated. However, it is
unlikely that the section 402 rule will
be in place for the 1979-80 heating
season so that if section 401 were im-
plemented with section 402, some in-
terim plan would have to be adopted
for the 1979-80 heating season. Com-
ments and suggestions are requested
on this issue.

The Commission recognizes that
there may be interstate pipelines with
existing curtailment plans that will
not require modification. For example,
theré may be interstate pipelines that
do not have any essential agricultural
uses on their systems and whose exist-
ing curtailment plans already classify
high priority users ahead of all ether
uses. Another situation might find a
pipeline's natural gas supply and exist-
ing curtailment plan adequate to fore-
stall curtailment of high priority users
and essential agricultural uses for the
foreseeable future. In such cases it is
not the Commission’s intent to compel
alteration of the existing curtailment
plan needlessly. If an interstate pipe-
line's existing curtailment plan, given
current supply projections, adequately
protects those uses the statute secks
to protect, the interstate pipeline may
file for an exception to the provisions
of this rule.

Where modification of a pipeline's
curtailment plan is required, individu-
al pipelines may require a plan which
varies from that in the proposed rule.
Once again, the Commission seeks Lo
be sensitive to the differences among
interstate pipelines. Should differing
treatment be appropriate for individu-
al pipelines the Commission is pre-
pared to recognize this fact and re-
spond accordingly.

In past curtailment proceedings the
parties have often arrived at a settle-
ment of all issues without resort to ad-
judicatory proceedings before the
Commission. This procedure may be
appropriate here, and nothing in the
propesed rule precludes any interstate
pipeline and its customers from pro-
posing, as a settlement, a curtailment
plan that differs. from that set out in
our proposed rules. Such a settlement
will be evaluated by the Commission
in light of its ability to meet the statu-
tory goal of protecting, to the maxi-
mum extent practicable, high priority
users and essential agricultural uses.

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED RULE

The proposed rule would have Inter-
state pipelines file revised curtailment
plans setting forth two new categories,
placing high priority users and essen-
tial agricultural uses ahead of existir}g
curtailment categories. The Commis-
sion views this as a reclassification of
existing curtailment plans so that uses
once categorized on another basis
would now be categorized as high pri-
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ority users or essential agricultural
uses.

The requirements of high priority
users would be the same as the re-
quirements for those users currently
reflected in existing interstate pipeline
curtailment plans.’ Thus, were an in-
terstate pipeline curtails on a past
fixed base period the high priority
user requirements would be those re-
flected in the base period data. Where
an interstate pipeline uses an alter-
nate approach to curtailment then the
high priority user's requirements
would be computed on the same basis
as they are computed in the interstate
pipeline's presently effective curtail-
ment plan.

Under the Commission's proposed
rules essential agricultural uses re-
quirements will be calculated on the
same basis as they are calculated in
the interstate pipeline’s presently ef-
fective curtailment plan. Thus, where
an interstate pipeline curtails based on
2 past fixed base period, the require-
ments will be the base period alloca-
tion. Where another basis is used that
method will be used. After this volume
is calculated, the user’s alternate fuel
cupability will be subtracted out. The
Commission is of the view that this
will help insure that uses without al-
ternate fuel capability, those most in
need of protection, receive the highest
curtailment classification. Failure to
examine alternate fuel capability
would result in the rule protecting
those with alternate fuel capability on
the same basis as those without that
capability, thereby diminishing the
quality of the protection afforded to
Lthose who most need it.

Where a determination is made that
certain requirements can be satisfied
with alternate fuel, those require-
wents will not be reclassified. This

7ay result in certain end user’'s vol-
"mes being split among various cur-
«ilment categories. This is not unusu-
!'and has been done‘in the past with
'mdustrial needs which may be divided
among process, feedstock and boiler
fuel requirements with curtailment of
'he lower priority uses occurring while
‘e same end user's high priority
~ds are served,

This proposed rule is linked to the
basis upon which the interstate pipe-

© now curtails. This is designed to
result in minimal disruption of exist-
Mg curtailment plans as expressed in

;?g.NGPA Conference Report at page

For purposes of implementing this sec-
ton, the Commission is instructed to reopen
O —

. '.Hw Commission’s rule conforms to the

“hartment of Energy’s proposed rule inso-
14T as it considers the alternate fuel capabil-
'Ly of high priority users. If the Department
of Energy’s proposed rule is altered, appro-

El::illo modifications will be made to this
ie,

PROPOSED RULES

curtailment plans that are already in effect
under the Natural Gas Act only to the
extent necessary to adjust those plans to
bring them into conformity with the new
curtailment priority schedule. The confer-
ees were concerned that these changes not
burden the Commission with lengthy pro-
ceedings which might throw existing cur-
tailment plans into disarray. Therefore, the
conference agreement includes the term “'to
the maximum extent practicable" to assure
that the Commission has the necessary
flexibility in implementing any changes.
For example, the conferees do not intend
the reopening of curtailment plans for this
limited purpose to result in adoption of a
new base year for curtailment purposes.

In the course of the Commission’s
consultation with the Department of
Agriculture, pursuant to section 401(b)
of the NGPA, two alternative methods
of calculating agricultural require-
ments were suggested.? The Commis-
sion is giving serious consideration to
these proposals as alternatives that
might be adopted in place of the pro-
cedure in the proposed rule. The.Sec-
retary of Agriculture has stated:

The Department of Agriculture has taken
the position that the proposed rule would
not achieve the statutory intent that access
of agricultural users to pipeline supplies of
gas be protected at significantly higher
levels than previously and that such addi-
tional protection of gas supply must be
available to agricultural users on equally fa-
vorable economic terms with other pipeline
gas supplies that are protected against cur-
tailment.

The USDA has recommended the follow-
ing as one possible way to achieve the stat-
ute’s intent in a practicable way:

1. Small-scale agricultural uses, as defined
in the January 3, 1979, draft FERC rule,
would be placed in the high-priority classifi-
cation under a broad interpretation of the
definition of “commercial establishments
using less than 50 mef per peak day.” Such
users would be presumed to lack the eco-
nomic practicabflity to utilize a fuel other
than natural gas in their operations, and
would be protected in their access to gas on
demand within appropriate tariff provisions
or up to contract entitlements:

2. For essential agricultural uses under
401(EX1)CA), protect all projected and veri-
fied natural gas requirements of certified es-
sential agricultural users up to contract en-
titlements, with a rebuttable presumption
that such users lack the economic practica-
biltity to utilize a fuel other than natural
gas in their operations.

3. For essential agricultural uses under
401(f)1XB), natural gas reguirements
would be computed as;

(a) the certified peak use, in the time
frame normally employed by the pipeline,
during a rolling 3-year base period; plus

(b) the volume of natural gas the essential
agricultural user would have consumed in
that curtailment period but for curtailment
or plant shutdowns.

For determination of past curtailments
and plant shutdowns, the burden of coming
forward with the relevant verifiable infor-
mation would be upon the agricultural

*Memoranda submitted to the Commis-
sion by the USDA pursuant to this consulta-
tion are in the public record in this docket.
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users, and such information would be rebut-
tably presumed to be accurate. This would
generally eliminate sequential determina-
tion on economic practicability and reason-
able availability of allernate fuels; agricul-
tural users would be rebuttably presumed to
lack the economic practicability to utilize a
fuel other than natural gas up to the base
corrected for past curtailments and plant
shutdowns.?

Comment is invited on the USDA
preferred proposal, regarding (1) its
sufficiency in fulfilling the intent of
the statute and (2) its practicability of
implementation,

However, should the Commission
decide to adopt a historical base period
approach the Department of Agricul-
ture would advance an alternative pro-
posal, although USDA emphasizes
that the proposal set out above is the
preferred approach in its view.
USDA's alternative proposal follows:

1. Small-scale agricultural uses, as defined
in the January 3, 1979, draft rule, would be
placed in the high-priority classification
under a broad interpretation of the defini-
tion of “commercial establishments using
less than 50 mef per peak day.” Such users
would be presumed to lack the economic
practicability to utilize a fuel other than
natural gas in their operations, and would
be protected in their access to gas on
demand within appropriate tariff provisions
or up to contract entitlements.

2. For all other essential agricultural uses,
natural gas requirements would be comput-
ed as:

(a) the certified peak use, in the time
frame normally employed by the pipeline,
during a rolling 3-year period; plus

(b) the volume of natural gas the essential
agricultural user would have consumed in
that curtailment period but for curtailment
or plant shutdowns.

3. For determination of past curtailments
and plant shutdowns, the burden of coming
forward with the relevant verifiable infor-
mation would be upon the agricultural user,
and such information would be rebuttably
presumed to be accurate. This would gener-
ally eliminate sequential determination on
economic practicability and reasonable
availability of alternate fuels: agricultural
users would be rebuttably presumed to lack
the economic practicability to utilize a fuel
other than natural gas up to the base cor-
rected for past curtailments and plant shut-
downs.*

Comment is invited on the USDA's
second proposal regarding (1) its suffi-
ciency in fulfilling the intent of the
statute and (2) its practicability of im-
plementation.

Should USDA's second approach be
adopted, the Commission would con-
tinue to employ the data verification
committees of the various interstate
pipelines in order to examine require-

"Memorandum from Secretary Bergland
to Commissoner Hall, Subject: USDA Com-
ments on FERC Proposed Rule, dated Janu-
ary 9, 1979. The definition of small agricul-
tural use proposed by USDA is the same as
that in the proposed rule.

‘Memorandum from Mr. Barton to Com-
missioner Hall, January 6, 1979.

-
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ments. The data verification commit-
tees would be instructed to determine
that small users be deemed to have no
alternate fuel capability and that they
be given treatment comparable to high
priority uses. For all other essential
agricultural uses the data verification
committee would be instructed to de-
termine the peak use of the essential
agricultural use over the past three
years, with such use determined on
the basis on which the interstate pipe-
line’s curtailment plan is based such as
daily, seasonally, monthly, or annual-
ly. If the essential agricultural user
demonstrated that it had been cur-
tailed during this period of time and
that. the use of a three year rolling
period did not adequately cover a
period where there had been no cur-
tailment, the volumes that would have
been used if there were no curtailment
would be added' into this requirement.
Implementing this rule, the Commis-
sion would eliminate its presumption
of past alternate fuel use as in indica-
tion of economic practicability and
reasonable availability of alternate
fuels now. Any challenges to essential
agricultural users requirements calcu-
lated under this method would be ad-
judicated with the burden of proof on
the challenger, and any adjustment in
the essential agricultural users re-
quirements would be prospective only.

How essential agricultural use re-
guirements are to be calculated includ-
ing the determination of alternate fuel
capability is a major issue. The Com-
mission specifically requests comments
on this aspect of the proposed rule in
general and both of the USDA'S pro-
posals in particular. Parties who
prefer other alternate approaches are
requested to submil the proposed
methods for computing the require-
ments of essential agricultural uses.
The practical implications of the var-
ious proposals on interstate natural
gas pipeline systems and the impact
on natural gas demands by consuming
category should be analyzed and eval-
uated.

Parties to this proceedings should be
aware that the Commission is consid-
ering adoption of a direct purchase
program as contemplated by section
608 of the Public Utility Regulatory
Policies Act of 1978. The proposed
changes would provide an opportunity
for agricultural users of natural gas
whose requirements are not covered
by pipeline curtailment plans to
obtain natural gas by means of direct
purchases. The changes in this pro-
gram, if adopted, should provide an
important eomplement to the rule pro-
posed here.

To reclassify high priority users or
essential agricultural uses, it will be
necessary for the pipelines to identify
such end users. The Commission rec-
ognizes that many of those classified

PROPOSED RULES

as high priority uses in the NGPA are
already classified in pipeline curtail-
ment Category One. To the extent
such consumers are known and their
requirements, whether individually or
aggregated by distributor, are known
to the interstate natural gas pipeline
they would not be expected fo file re-
quests for reclassification nor would
their requirements be subject to reexa-
mination by data verification commit-
tees. The requests for reclassification
should contain the information set out
in the proposed rule and any other in-
formation that a person seeking re-
classification deems relevant. This re-
quested information is comprehensive
s0 as to obviate the need for additional
requests for information.

The rule provides that suppliers of
natural gas, where appropriate, are to
review the request for reclassification
and indicate whether to the best of
their knowledge, information, and
belief the statements made by the end
user are true. These requests for re-
classification will then be forwarded to
the interstate pipeline suppliers,

Each interstate pipeline will use its
Data Verification Committee to review
the data submitted. Interstate pipe-
lines that do not presently have data
verification committees. are to form
them. Interstate pipelines with exist-
ing data verification committees
should continue to employ those com-
mittees.

The Commission anticipates that
the data verification proceedings will
be informal forums for the amicable
resolution of disputes. The Commis-
sion has set out in its proposed rule
the minimum requirements for mem-
bership but individual pipelines may
choose to add additional members, and
groups of customers may designate an
individual to serve as their representa-
tive. While the proposed regulation
specifies those groups who we expect
to be represented, attendance by any
member of the Data Verificaiton Com-
mittee is, of course, not mandatory.

The Data Verification Committee is
expected to examine the information
submitted by the end user and deter-
mine whether the end user actually
qualifies for reclassification as a high
priority user or essential agricultural
use. Once this decision is made the
Data Verification Committee is ex-
pected to examine the requirements of
the high priority user and the essen-
tial agricultural use and compute
them in accordance with the provi-
sions of this rule. Where necessary,
high priority users, agricultural users
or challengers may appear before the
Data Verification Committee.

The report of the Data Verification
Committee, as spelled out in this rule,
is required to be in detail. It is to be
the basis of the interstate pipeline’s
tariff filing. Once the interstate pipe-

line files the proposed tariff sheets
with the Data Verification Commit-
tee's report the Commission will
review the tariff filing and Data Ver-
ification Committee report. Where
there are challenges to the Data Ver-
ification Committee report, or the
Data Verification Committee has not
been able to reach an agreement on a
recommendation, challenges will be
heard by the Commission. In those
proceedings the burden of proof will
be on those who seek to change the
status quo. Thus, if an essential agri-
cultural use is challenged based on al-
leged availability of alternate fuel and
its economic practicability and that
end user has not used alternate fuel in
the past, the burden of proof would be
on the challenger.

Where a consumer has been denied
reclassification by the data Verifica-
tion Committee or where a consumer
with a high priority or essential agri-
cultural use believes its requirements
were inaccurately stated by the Data
Verification Committee the challenge
to the Data Verification Committee
report will be construed as a complaint
under Section 1.6 of the Commission’s
regulations.

The proposed rule also defines alter-
native fuel capability for the purposes
of implementation of section 401. The
definition of alternate fuel capability
contained: in section 401(b) of Lhe
NGPA differs from that presently con-
tained in the Commission’s regula-
tions. The new definition of alternate
fuel capability is proposed solely for
the purposes of this rule so as not to
require a relitigation of existing cur-
tailment plans. One difference from
the Commission's existing rule is that
propane and other gaseous fuels are
not excluded from the definition of al-
ternate fuel by this rule. The Commis-
sion believes that the standard set oul
in the statute, reasonably available
and economically practicable will pro-
vide an adequate basis for dealing with
propane and other gaseous fuels on a
case-by-case basis, or where appropri-
ate, on a blanket basis, Comments are
requested on the Commission’s Dpro-
posed treatment of propane and other
gaseous fuels.

It may not be possible for the Data
Verification Committee to examine
the alternative fuel capability criteria
in each case becasue of time con-
straints. In such situations the Dala
Verification Committee may elect to
submit its report calculating alternate
fuel capability based ona ctual past
use under the presumption established
in the rule. It would be desirble for
the Data Verification Committee L0
consider all factors in reaching its de-
cision but it is also important to com-
plete determination of requirements
under the permanent rule as promptly
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as possible in order to limit uncertain-
ty.

The proposed rule deems small es-
sential agricultural users, those con-
sumers using less than 50 Mecf per day,
at each separately metered delivery
point-as not having alternate fuel ca-
pability. Additionally, small low load
factor agricultural users are presumed
not to have alternate fuel capability.®
These features of the rules are de-
signed to minimize litigation involving
small users and low load factor users
so that the Commission’s implementa-
tion program does not become back-
logged because of excessive adjudica-
tion of disputes involving small vol-
umes of natural gas. The presumption
also reflects experience with small
users that indicates that they general-
ly do not have economically feasible
alternatives. Generally, small natural
gas users do not have alternate fuel
capability and would have great diffi-
culty converting to alternative fuel
such as coal, solar energy, or waste
heat. As a general proposition in most
curtailment cases the Commission has
classified small volume users with a
relatively high priority.

Where there are challenges to the
report of the Data Verification Com-
mittee and the associated tariff filing
the Commission will establish proce-
dures to adjudicate those challenges.
It is hoped that the use of the data
verification committees will minimize
the number of disputes that require
adjudication. Where the Commission
determines that a high priority user or
an essential agricultural use has been
misclassified by the Data Verification
Committee the Commission will grant
relief prospectively. However, where a
consumer received excess volumes
while the Commission was adjudicat-
ing the challenge to its requirements
or status, the Commission reserves the
right to order payback of excess vol-
umes in appropriate cases.

PUBLIC COMMENT PROCEDURES

Interested persons may participate
In this proposed rulemaking by sub-
mitting written data, views or argu-
ments to the Office of the Secretary,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, 825 North Capitol Street, N.E.,
Washington, D.C. 20426, on or before
Fe_brpnry 26, 1979. Each person sub-
Mmitting a comment should include his
hame and address, identify the notice
(Docket No. RM79-15), and give rea-
sons for any recommendations. An
original and 14 conformed copies
should be filed with the Secretary of
e ——

‘Load factors are computed by taking the
total annual consumption and dividing that
.“*"“‘" by 365. The resulting figure, the aver-
age daily consumption, is then divided by
the consumption on the day of highest use
during the year, If the result is equal to or
less than .20 the consumer. is a low load
factor user within this definition,
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the Commission. Comments should in-
dicate the name, title, mailing address,
and telephone number of one person
to whom communications concerning
the proposal may be addressed. Writ-
ten comments shall be placed in the
Commission’s public files and will be
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Office of Public Infor-
mation, Room 1000, 825 North Capitol
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426,
during regular business hours.

The Commission intends to allow an
opportunity for the oral presentation
of data, views and arguments. One
such proceeding will be held in Wash-
ington, D.C. and additional proceed-
ings will be scheduled at appropriate
times and places. The Commission so-
licits suggestions as to where it would
be appropriate to hold such other pro-
ceedings and the names of those inter-
ested in appearing. Such requests
should be submitted by January 25,
1979 to the Secretary, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C.
20426. Requests should reference
Docket No. RMT9-15 and indicate
whether the request is for Washing-
ton, D.C. or elsewhere. The dates and
exact locations of the public hearings
will be announced as soon as practica-
ble.

(Administrative Procedure Act (5 USC
§553), Natural Gas Act, as amended (15
U.S.C. 717), Department of Energy Organi-
zation Act, Pub. L. 95-81, E.O. 12009, 42 FR
46267), Federal Energy Administration Act
(15 U.S.C. 761), Energy Supply and Environ-
mental Coordination Act (15 U.S.C. 791),
Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978, Pub. L. 95-
621, Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act
of 1978, Pub. L. 95-617.)

In consideration of the foregoing, it
is proposed to add Part 281, Subpart
B, Title 18, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, as set forth below:

By direction of the Commission.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

PART 281 —NATURAL GAS CURTAILMENT

Subpart B—Proposed Rule for Curtailment of
Natural Gas Under Section 401 of NGPA |

Sec.
281.201
281.202
281.203
281.204
281.205
281.206
tion.
281.207 Data Verification Committee.
281.208 Protests and challenges.
AUTHORITY: (Administrative Procedure
Act (5 USC §553), Natural Gas Act, as
amended (15 US.C. 717), Department of
Energy Organization Act, Pub. L. 95-91,
E.O. 12009, 42 FR 46267), Federa! Energy
Administration Act (15 U.S.C. 761). Energy
Supply and Environmental Coordination
Act (15 U.S.C. 791), Natural Gas Poljcy Act

Purpose.

Applicability.

Definitions.

General rule,

Request for classification,

Review of requests for reclassifica-
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of 1978, Pub. L. 95-621, Public Utility Regu-
latory Policies Act of 1978, Pub. L, 95-617.)

§ 281.201 Purpose,

The purpose of this subpart is to im-
plement section 401 of the NGPA in
order to provide that effective Novem-
ber 1, 1979, the curtailment plans of
interstate pipelines protect to the
maximum extent practicable, deliv-
eries of natural gas for essential agri-
cultural uses and for high-priority
uses.

§281.202 Applicability.

This subpart applies to sales of natu-
ral gas made by an interstate pipeline
on and after November 1, 1979, if the
pipeline is curtailing its sales of natu-
ral gas.

§ 281.203 Definitions.

(a) NGPA definitions. Terms defined
in the NGPA shall have the same
meaning for purposes of this subpart
as they have under the NGPA, unless
further defined in this subpart.

(b) Subpart B definitions. For pur-
poses of this subpart:

(1) “NGPA"” means the Natural Gas
Policy Act of 1978.

(2) “School'" means a facility the pri-
mary function of which is delivering
instruction to regularly enrolled stu-
dents in attendance at such facility.
Facilities used for both educational
and noneducational activities are not
included under this definition unless
the latter activities are merely inciden-
tal to the delivery of instruction.

(3) “Hospital” means a facility the
primary function of which is deliver-
ing medical care to patients who
remain at the facility. Outpatient clin-
ics or doctors' offices are not included
in this definition. Nursing homes and
convalescent homes are included in
this definition.

(4) “Essential agricultural use”
means any use of natural gas which is
certified by the Secretary of Agricul-
ture under 7 CFR § 2900.3 as an “es-
sential agricultural use” under section
401(c) of the NGPA.

(5) ‘'Essential agricultural user”
means a person who uses natural gas
for an essential agricultural use,

(6) “High-priority use” means any
use of natural gas:

(i) In a residence;

(ii) In a commercial establishment in
amounts of less than 50 Mcf on a peak
day;

(iii) In a school or hospital; or

(iv) By any person who is designated
by the Secretary of Energy as a “high-

priority user” under 10 CFR
§ 580.2(¢)(2)(iv),
(7) “High-priority user” means a

person who consumes natural gas for a
high-priority and who does not have
installed alternate fuel capability.
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(8) "High-priority requirements' for
a curtailment period from a particular
interstate pipeline means the high-pri-
ority requirements as determined by
the Data Verification Committee
under §281.207 or the high-priority re-
quirements as determined by the Com-
mission, as apprepriate.

(9) “Essential agricultural reguire-
ments’” for a curtailment period from
a particular intepsiate pipeline means
the essential agricultural requirements
as determined by the Data Verifica-
tion Committee under § 281.207 or the
essential agricultural requirements as
determined by Lhe Commission, as ap-
propriate. .

§281.24

(a) Bach interstate pipeline shall file
tariff sheets amending its effective
curtailment plan to provide that the
total requirements for high-priority
uses and essential agricultural uses are
fullvy met prior Lo delivering natural
gas for any other end use, These end
uses are designated end-use priorities
one and two and, for all interstate
pipelines with existing curtailment
plags based on numbered priority of
use categories, those existing catego-
ries are renumbered to follow sequen-
tially the new priorities one and two,
In the evenl the interstate pipeline
has insufficient gas available to meet
both its high-priority reguirements
and essential agriculfural require-
ments, the high-priority requirements
will be fully served before any deliv-
eries are made for essential agricultur-
al requirements.

(b) The tariff sheets shall be filed on
October 1, 1979, with a proposed effec-
tive date of November 1, 1979. The
tariff sheets shall contain the condi-
tions prescribed in paragraph (a) and
indicate the volumes as determined by
the Data Verification Committee
under § 281.207, needed to serve the re-
quirements of the high-priority users

General rule.

and the essential agricultural users for

which there is no alternate fuel. The
report of the Data Verification Com-
mittee shall be the basis of the tariffl
filing and shall be filed with the tariff
sheets required by this subpart.

§ 281.205 Request for classification.

(a) Any end user of natural gas may
file a request with its direct supplier to
classify a specified volume of its pur-
chases as high-priority use or essential
agricultural use.

(b) Except as provided in paragraph
(¢), the end user shall submit under
oath the following information, where
applicable, to its direct supplier:

(1) Name of end user;

(2) Address of end user;

(3) Standard Industrial Classifica-
tion (SIC) code of activity for which
natural gas is required;

(4) Direct supplier of natural gas;
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(5) Current curtailment priority clas-
sification;

(6) Contract entitlement for the cal-
endar years 1976, 1977, and 1978, com-
puted on the basis or bases utilized by
the supplier (e.g., daily, monthly, sea-
sonal, annual);

(7) Actual agricultural use computed
on the basis or bases utilized by the
supplier (e.g., daily, monthly, seasonal,
annual) for the calendar years 1976,
1977, and 1978:;

(8) The current requirements of the
high-priority end user as reflected in
the interstate pipeline's curtailment
plan;

(9) If natural gas volumes have been
curtailed, the dates of such curtail-
ment and the amount of gas curtailed:

(10) Whether the end user has alter-
native fuel available;

(11) Whether any fuel other than
natural gas, has ever been used by the
end user for end uses designated as es-
sential agricuitural uses or high-prior-
ity use and, if another fuel has been
used, the dates of suech use and the
amount of alternate fuel used; and

(12) Whether fuels other than natu-
ral gas are planned to be used in the
future; if so, the fuel and the amount
involved.

(c) Residential and small commercial
customers who use less than the 50
Mef of natural gas on a peak day are
not required to file with their direct
supplier. Direct suppliers shall base
these reguirements on those already
included in pipeline curtailment plan
or, if none. they may estimate the
high-priority reguirements of these
customers.

(d) The request described in para-
graph (b) must be filed with the direct
supplier by June 10, 1979.

§251.206 Review of requests for reclassifi-
cation,

(a) Suppliers. (1) The natural gas
supplier shall determine whether to
the best of its knowledge, information
and belief, the statements made by
the end user requesting reclassifica-
tion of natural gas as a high-priority
use, or as an essential agricultural use
are true,

(2) Where appropriate, the supplier
shall file under oath the information
with its interstate pipeline supplier no
later than June 25, 1979. a copy of the
information shall be sent simulta-
neously to the appropriate state or
local regulatory authority. If the sup-
plier has more than one interstate
pipeline supplier, the volumes for
which the reclassification is sought
shall be prorated among the interstate
pipeline suppliers on the same basis as
proration was made for purposes of
the interstate pipeline's effective cur-
tailment plan.

(b) Interstale pipelines. No later
than June 30, 1979, the interstate

pipeline shall forward all requests for
reclassification as high-priority use or
essential agrieultural use to the Data
Verification Committee and circulate a
list of customers seeking such classifi- ,
cation to all its distributors, appropri-
ate State and local regulatory authori-
ties, all parties to ifs curtailment pro-
ceeding and the Commission staff.

§ 281.207 Data Verification Committee.

(a) The Data Verification Commit-
tees of each interstate pipeline shall
include at a minimum a representative
of the interstate pipeline, Commissing
staff, large and small distributors an<!
appropriate State or local regulatory
bodies. If an interstate pipeline does
not have a Data Verification Commit-
tee, it shall form one.

(b) The interstate pipeline shall con-
vene a meeting of the Data Verifica-
tion Committee within 10 days of re-
ceipt of the information sent to il
under § 281.206.

(¢) The Data Verification Committee
shall review the requests for reclassifi-
cation and shall make an initial defer
mination of the essential agricultural
requirements and high-priority re-
quirements of each person reguesting
reclassification. The initial determina-
tion of the Data Verification Commit-
tee shall be made in accordance with
subparagraphs (1) and (2).

(1) High-priority users and essenltial
agricultural users. The high-priority
requirements of a high-priority user
and the essential agricultural reguire-
ments of an essential agricultural user
shall be the maximum volume the
high-priority user or essential agricul-
tural user would be entitled to pur-
chase for high-priority use or essential
agriculfural use under the interstate
pipeline’s effective curtailment plan,
but not including volumes a high-pri-
ority user or essential agficultural
user may receive solely by operation of
Subpart A, or volumes obtained under
§2.,79, less volumes of natural gas for
which the high-priority user or essen-
tial agricultural user has alternate
fuel capability. :

(2) Determination of alternate fuel
capabilily. (i) For purposes of this
paragraph and except as provided in
clause (ii), alternate fuel capability
will be deemed to be equal to the least
amonnt of alternate fuel actually used
in the comparable curtailment period
of lowest alternate fuel use during the
past three years. y

(ii) (A) A person whose natural gas
consumption for high-priority use or
essential agricultural use during the
curtailment period on which the inter-
state pipelines curtailment plan 1S
based did not exceed a peak day re
quirement of 50 Mecf at each separate-
1y metered delivery point is deemed to
have no alternate fuel capability.
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(B) A person whose natural gas con-
sumption for high-priority use or es-
sential agricultural uses during the
curtailment period on which the inter-
state pipelines curtailments is based
did not exceed 300 Mcf on a peak day
at each separately metered delivery

point and whose average daily require-.

ments for essential agricultural uses,
measured over the calendar years
1976, 1977, and 1978 did not exceed 20
percent of such person’s peak day re-
quirement for essential agricultural
uses measured on the 36-month period
ending October 31, 1978, is deemed to
have no alternate fuel capability.

(C) The Data Verification Commit-
tee shall compile a list reflecting its
initial determination of high-priority
requirements and essential agricultur-
al requirements. This list shall be pre-
pared by August 1, 1979, and simulta-
neously a copy shall be mailed to the
interstate pipeline, all of its distribu-
tors, appropriate State and local regu-
latory authorities, all parties to its
curtailment proceeding and the Com-
mission staff.

(D) Any person aggrieved by an ini-
tial determination of the Data Verifi-
cation Committee may challenge the
determination on the basis of the
actual use of the natural gas, the vol-
umes of natural gas required for the
high-priority use or the essential agri-
cultural use or the alternate fuel capa-
bility determination. Any person chal-
lenging an initial determination shall
be permitted to make an oral or writ-
ten presentation to the Data Verifica-
tion Committee.

(E) Subject to the provisions of sub-

paragraphs (1) and (2) the Data Verifi-

cation Committee may adjust the
challenged initial determinations.

(1) Alternate fuel capability.

(i) Any person challenging an initial
determination on the basis of alter-
hate fuel capability shall have the
burden of proving there is no alter-
nate fuel capability.

(i1) For purposes of this subpara-
graph  “alternate fuel capability”
means a condition where a fuel other
lhap natural gas could be utilized to
achieve the end use of natural gas.
The facilities for such use may have
actually been installed, but a potential
Capability to use a fuel other than nat-
ural gas also qualifies as an alternate
fuel capability. Alternate fuel capabili-
Ly exist when use of alternate fuel is
€conomically practicable and reason-
ably available to the end user. A fuel
othe_r than natural gas is deemed eco-
Nomically practicable when the cost of
Such other fuel plus the cost of the
facilities required to utilize such fuel
are, when compared with natural gas
on the basis of units of energy dis-
Dlaced,‘sufﬁciently similar so that the
user might reasonably be expected to
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use either fuel without serious adverse
financial consequences.

(ii7) In determining alternate fuel
capability as defined in clause (i), the
following factors shall be considered;

(4) Does the facility or industry in
question have the installed capacity to
use an alternate fuel?

(B) Does the present state of tech-
nology permit the use of an alternate
fuel to perform the particular end
use?

(C) Do other similar types of con-
sumers presently utilize fuels other
than natural gas?

(D) If alternate fuel capability is
technically feasible, what is the cost of
conversion or replacement of facilities
so that alternate fuel can be utilized?

(E) What is the projected cost of the
alternate fuel?

(F) What is the projected cost of
natural gas?

(G) Are there any other out-of-
pocket costs required- to utilize natural
gas?

(H) What part of the end user’s total
costs is attributable to the cost of
fuel?

(I) What competitive disadvantage
will the end user suffer if it utilizes a
fuel other than natural gas?

(J) What is the projected availability
of natural gas for that end user?

(K) What is the projected availabil-
ity of fuels other than natural gas?

(2) Essential agricultural require-
ments, An end user may request an in-
crease of the initial determination of
its essential agricultural requirements
on the grounds that the initial deter-
mination is not sufficient to satisfy its
natural gas needs for full food and
fiber production. The Data Verifica-
tion Committee may increase the es-
sential agricultural requirement up to
the contract entitlement if it deter-
mines that no other source of natural
gas is available to satisfy theése re-
quirements including but not limited
to purchases by the distributor or end
user.

(F) By September 15, 1979, the Data
Committee shall make a final determi-
nation of the high-priority require-
ments and essential agricultural re-
quirements of each person seeking re-
classification. This determination and
the report described in paragraph (g)
shall be sent by September 15, 1979 to
the interstate pipeline, the pipeline's
distributors, appropriate state and
local regulatory authorities, all parties
to the interstate pipeline’s curtailment
proceeding, the Commission staff and
all customers who sought reclassifica-
tion.

(G) No later than September 15,
1979, the Data Verification Committee
shall prepare a report which contains
the following information:

(1) a list by end user indicating:
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(1) the volume for which reclassifica-
tion is sought;

(i1) the standard industrial classifi-
cation of the end user;

(#i1) the alternate fuel capability as
determined by the Data Verification
Committee; and

(iv) the high-priority requirements
or essential agricultural requirements
as determined by the Data Verifica-
tion Committee;

(2) a list by end user and the vol-
umes requested for reclassification for
whom a challenge to such reclassifica-
tion was made if such challenge has
not been resolved and the basis, there-
fore, and a list of those for whom in-
sufficient information existed to make
a determination as to whether the es-
sential reclassification is appropriate;

(3) the recommendation of the Data
Verification Committee as to the ap-
propriate resolution of any challenge
to a request for reclassification as a
high-priority user or as an essential
agricultural use;

(4) a copy of the minutes of the
Data Verification Committee meeting.

§ 281,208 Protests and challenges.

(a) Protests, Protests to this tariff
filing shall be limited to further chal-
lenges to natural gas end users seeking
reclassification in either priority-of-
service category one or two, challenges
by customers who were denied certifi-
cation by the Data Verification Com-
mittee as either high-priority users or
essential agricultural users on whose
requirements were decreased by the
Data Verification Committee. All such
protests shall be treated as complaints
pursuant to §1.6 of this chapter. The
Secretary of Agriculture may inter-
vene as a matter of right under
§ 1.8(a)(1) of the chapter in any pro-
ceeding initiated under this section.

(b) Burden of proof. (1) In the case
of a consumer being challenged as to
the propriety of its inclusion in prior-
ity-of-service category one or two, the
consumer shall have the initial burden
of going forward to explain why it
should be included in either priority-
of-service category one or two. The ul-
timate burden of proof is upon those
challenging the end users inclusion to
show conclusively that the end user is
not a high-priority user or essential
agricultural use, that the require-
ments of the end users approved by
the Data Vertification Committee are
not correct or, that alternate fuel
technology exists and that use of an
alternate fuel is economically practica-
ble and that such fuel is reasonably
available.

(2) In the case of challenge by an
end user that has been denied certifi-
cation by the Data Verification Com-
mittee as either a high-priority user or
essential agricultural use or in the
case of a certified consumer whose pri-
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ority-of-service category one or two re-
quirements were decreased by the
Data Verification Committee, the
challenge will be construed as a com-
plaint pursuant to §1.6 of this chap-
ter.

{3) In the case of an end user that
has provided insufficient information
upon which to conclude that it quali-
fies for either priority-of-service cate-
gory one or two treatment, the con-
sumer's request for classification will
be construed as a complaint pursuant
to § 1.6 of this chapter.

(¢) Commission decision. (1) If the
Commission determines that an end
user who has been temporarily classi-
fied in priority-of-service category one
or two does not gualify for the classifi-
cation, the end user shall be placed in
the appropriate curtailment category.

(2) The Commission, In its discre-
tion, may direct the payback 1o excess
volumes taken while the end user was
temporarily misclassified.

(3) If the Commission finds that an
end user who was denied certification
as a high-priority user or an essential
agricultural use qualifies for such
status, the end user shall be reelassi-
fied on a prospective basis.

(4) If the Commission finds that a
certified end user whose requirements
were decreased by the Data Vertifica-
tion Committee, warrants the recogni-
tion of increased requirements, the in-

sase shall be granted on a prospec-

~ bases.

{FR Doc. 79-2035 Filed 1-17-78; 8:45 am]

[4110-02-M]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Office of Education
[45 CFR Chapter 1]
LAW-RELATED EDUCATION PROGRAM
Avagilability of Draft Proposed Regulations
AGENCY: Office of Education, HEW,

ACTION: Neotice of availability of
draft proposed regulations.

SUMMARY: Notice is given that a
first draft of proposed regulations to
implement the Law-Related Education
Act of 1978 is now available to the
publie.

The program was enacted by the
Education Amendments of 1978 as
Part G of Title IIT of the Elementary
and Secondary Education Aect. It au-
thorizes the Commissioner to award
rants and contracts to encourage

ate and local educational agencies
and other public and private nonprofit
agencies, organizations, and institu-
tions to provide law-related education
programs,

The program has not been funded
for Fiscal Year 1979, and it is not clear

PROPOSED RULES

whether it will be funded for Fiscal
Year 1980. Regulations are being de-
veloped for the program in the event
that it is funded. The draft proposed
regulations now available have not
been adopted as official views of either
the U.S. Office of Education or the
Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare. They have no legal effect.

ADDRESS: Copies of these draft pro-
posed regulations may be obtained by
writing to: Steven Y. Winnick, U.S.
Office of Education, Room 4091, 400
Maryland Avenue, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20202.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: B
Steven Y. Winnick, telephone (202)
245-8953.
Dated: January 11, 1979.

JOHN Eruis,
Acting U.S. Commissioner
of Education.

(FR Doe. 79-1772 Filed 1-17-79; 8:45 am]

[6712-01-M]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[47 CFR Part 73]

[Docket No. 21310; RM-1847; RM-19847
RM-2742; FCC 79-1]

FM QUADRAPHONIC BROADCASTING
Further Nofice of Inquiry

AGENCY: Federal- Communications
LCommission.

ACTION:; Further notice of inquiry.

SUMMARY: Federal Communications
Commission issues Further Notice of
Inquiry to determine the extent that
adoption of proposed quadraphonic
broadcasting standards would preclude
the Commission’s option of reducing
the FM broadeast channel spacing and
the feasibility of operation of the pro-
posed systems within a possible re-
duced channel spacing. The Inquiry
seeks to further examine the merits of
alternative systems in addition to the
proposed systems. The effect on SCA
operation will be studied. .

DATES: Comments must be received
on or before April 16, 1979 and reply
comments must be received on or
before May 16, 1979.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communica-
tions Commission, Washington, D.C.
20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:
Albert S. Jarratt, Sr., Broadcast

Bureau (202) 632-7792.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

In the matter of FM Quadraphonic
Broadeasting, Docket No: 21310, RM-
1847, RM-1984, RM-2742. See also 43
FR 4678, February 1, 1978.

Adopted: January-2, 1979.

Released: January 10, 1979.

BACKGROUND

1. A Notice of Inquiry was released
in this proceeding on July 6, 1977
(FCC 77-444, FR 42 FR 34913), as a
result of three petitions filed with the
FCC which proposed rules and stand-
ards for FM quadraphonic broadcast-
ing. These petitions were filed by Pa-
cific FM, Inc., RM-1847 (hereafter
identified as “Pacific™), General Elec-
tric Company, RM-1984 (“GE"), and
CBS, Inc., RM-2742 (“CBS").' A fur-
ther consideration was the study per-
formed by the National Quadraphonic
Radio Committee (NQRC).* The objec-
tive of that Inquiry was to determine
if there was sufficient interest to war-
rant the Commission’s adoption of
standards for quadraphonic broadeast-
ing, and if so to develop a record
which would assist the Commission in
formulating the needed standards for
this service.

2. Quadraphonie systems which have
been studied in this proceeding fall
into three general categories, 4-2-4; 4-
3-4, and 4-4-4. Where four independ-
ent or diserete audio sources are o1
coded by a “matrix” into two signals
transmitted as compatible left and
right stereo signals to be later decoded
back into four audio signals, Lhe
system has been designated as a 4-2-4
system. Where the four independen!
or discrete audio sources are combined
and transmitted as a main channel
plus either 2 or 3 subchannels, all to
be later converted back into 4 (discrete
in the case of 4-4-4) audio signals, the
systems are designated as 4-3-4 or 4-4-
4 respectively. In issuing its first
Notice of Inquiry, the PCC recognized
that it was faced with the difficult
task of not only trying to evaluate the
merits of 4-4-4, 4-3-4 and 4-2-4 sys
tems as compared to each other, bul
also to evaluate the several designs
being proposed.

3. Pacific and GE petitioned the
FCC to adopt standards: for 4-4-4

'These petitions were filed on August 23,
1971, May 30, 1972, and August 10, 1976, re
spectively. ¢ .

*In 1972 the Electronic Industries Assocl-
ation sponsored the National Quadraphonic
Radio Committee whose objective was L0
report to the Commission its conelusions re:
garding quadraphonic FM broadeasting
standards. In November, 1975, the NQRC
submitted its report and conclusions to the
FCC. This report consists of two volumes. of
which Volume One is a summary of the
tests and conclusions and Volume Twao, con-
sisting of 5 Parts, includes the various tests
performed on receivers, interconnecting
facilities; transmitters, fleld tests, and com
patibility tests. This report was made & part
of the record in this proceeding.
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quadraphonic systems. Pacific pro-
posed adoption of the system designed
by Quadraecast. Systems, Ine. (QSI),
whereas, GE proposed adoption of its
system, the third petition was submit-
ted by CBS for a 4-2-4 system. identi-
fied under the trademark SQ.

4. The NQRC tests were performed
primarily on 4-4-4 and 4-3-4 quadra-
nhonic systems.® There was a lack of
comparative test. data for 4-2-4 sys-
tems since proponents of such systems
did not choose te provide their equip-

went for tests. As a consequence, the

ymmission’s Laboratory Division,
yifice of the Chief Engineer, per-
rmed comparative listening tests be-

veen 4-4-4, 4-3-4 and several 4-2-4
vslems.A®

A substantial record was devel-
ned in response to the Notice of In-
uiry. Over 2,000 comments from
rroadeasters, manufacturers, and the
ceneral public were received. With few
exceptions comments were in support
of some form of quadraphonic broad-
casting, Commnents from the listening
public were divided between expres-
sions of interest for 4-4-4 and 4-2-4
ouadraphonie systems. Although no
significant. preference was shown for
any particular 4-4-4 system, those par-
ties indicating interest in 4-2-4 sys-
tems predominantly favored the CBS
S0 system.

6. A considerable number of com-
ments were received from engineers,
manufacturers, and broadcasters who
addressed many of the guestions con-
tained in the Neotice of Inquiry. Broad-

casters were also split in their prefer-
enees for 4-2-4 and 4-4-4 systems, It is
quite evident that the needs of broad-
casters, taking into consideration loca-
Lion, market size, equipment limita-

tions, ete. vary considerably. Many
broadcasters are providing ancillary
services through use of SCA's which
may effeet. their ability to provide
tuadraphonie radio service.®

7. After analysis. and review of the
comments received to the Notice of In-
Guiry, the FCC has concluded that
there is substantial interest in FM
quadraphonic: broadecasting. Addition-
ally. technical comments received as
vell as the FCC’s own analysis of tech-

the 4-4-4 systems tested: were those pro-
vosed by Quadracast Systems; Inc. (QSD;
HCA - Corporation, Cooper-UMX. General
Electric Company, and Zenith Radio Corpo-
tLon. Additionally, RCA and Cooper-UMX
osed 4-3-4 systems which are compati-
!0 with their 4-4-4 systéms and existing
CA (Subsidiary Communication-Authoriza-
m) slandards.

4-2-4 systems tested were QS
Al Eleetric Company, Ltd.), SQ (CBS.

and the BBC H Matrix.
e FCC Laboratory: report for these
A Subjective Evaluation.of FM Qua-
\ehic Reporduction: Systems-Listening
Project No., 2710-1, was released -in

:\'n‘:uz,lu 1997 and was made a.part of the
recorg
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nical data submitted indicate that 4-4-
4/4-3-4 guadraphonic systems can be
accommodated within the present fre-
queney assignment plan without ob-
jectionable degradation to mono-
phonic and stereophonic radio service.
With these coneclusions in mind and
after considerations of the many tech-
nical issues involved, we believe that
further action is warranted.

ApDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

8. This Further Notice of Inquiry is
being issued to obtain additional infor-
mation to assist the FCC as it gives
further consideration to FM quadra-
phonic broadcasting. One of the pri-
mary gquestions remaining to: be re-
solved is: What. impaet would the
adoption of guadraphonic broadcast-
ing standards have on the possibility
of reducing the channel spaecing in the
FM broadcast band to 150 kHz or 100
kHz? In December of 1975, the Office
of the Chief Engineer of the FCC re-
leased a report entitled “FM Broad-
cast Channel Frequenecy Spacing”
(FCC/OCE RS 75-08). This document
studies the effect of reducing: the
channel spacing for FM broadcasting
stations from the present 200 kHz to
150 kHz or 100 kHz, and concludes
“that from a techmical point of view
both the 1000 kHz offset, with a low
pass receiver filter after the second de-
modulator, and the 150 kHz offset are
more efficient than the presently used
200: kHz offset, both in overall area
coverage efficiency and in the availa-
ble number of station assignments—
i.e;, in area and population coverage.”
The authors clearly state however
that a number of assumptions have
been made in developing the study.
For example, the report notes that the
study is based upon assuming “A sim-
plified equilateral triangular co-chan-
nel assignment plan * * *" and ob-
serves that “* * * such a regular con-
figuration is not representative of the
true physical distribution of the dis-
tances between population centers * *
*" The report also states '‘For lack of
protection criteria the effect of reduc-
ing the frequency offset (channel
spacing) upon SCA and quadraphonic
operation could not be evaluated”, and
recognized that other non-technical
aspects are important, such as the cost
to change the operating frequency of
many. FM stations, and the cost of in-
corporating needed changes to both
new and existing receivers. Though
the study results reflect a very pre-
liminary effort, the FCC considers it
desirable to asecertain the extent to
which adoption of standards for quad-
raphonic broadcasting might foreclose
possible options should the Commis-
sion find it in the public interest to
look toward reducing the spacing be-
tween FM broadcast channels, and we
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are requesting comments on this
matter.

9. In addition; we wish to explore the
feasibility of operation of the various
propesed quadraphonic systems within
the narrower channel spacing suggest-
ed by the OCE report. For example, it
may be necessary with 150 kHz chan-
nel spacing to restrict all baseband sig-
nals to within 75 kHz, a point which
could preclude some of the proposed
guadraphonic systems as well as pres-
ent and proposed SCA operations. We
are therefore requesting comments
concerning the effects on co-channel
and adjacent channel protection ratios
due to the operation of 4-2-4, 4-3-4
and 4-4-4 systems and SCA transmis-
sion, if FM channel separations should
be reduced to 150 kHz or 100 kHz.*
Pending a Commission determination
regarding the efficacy of reducing FM
channel spacings, we will further con-
sider adoption of quadraphonic broad-
casting st